
Table of Contents

 
Agenda 5
IV-1. Public Hearing on the Establishment of the Union Station
Redevelopment District, Tax Increment Financing. (District I)

Agenda Report No. IV-1 14
Ordinance No. 49-839 16
Funding  Agreement 24
Union Station Evaluation Report-8-13-14 29

IV-2. An Ordinance Amendment Allowing Alcohol Consumption
Upon the Douglas River Corridor Open Space and Gazebo.

Agenda Report No. IV-2 135
Ordinance No. 49-840 136
Delneated Ordinance 139

IV-3. Approval of MOU with NBC Baseball Foundation.
Agenda Report No. IV-3 142
Memorandum of Understanding with NBC Baseball
Foundation 10-1-14 144

IV-4. Repair or Removal of Dangerous and Unsafe Structures.
(District I)

Agenda Report No. IV-4 152
MABCD Summary Table Spreadsheet Supporting
Document 154
MABCD Writeups Supporting Document 155

VI-1. Public Hearing 2015-2019 Wichita Housing Authority Five-
Year and 2015 Annual Plan.

Agenda Report No. VI-1 161
2015-2019 Five Year Plan 163
2015 Agency Plan Elements 212
Capital Fund Five Year Plan 251
Certification of Compliance with PHA Plan 254
Certification of Drug Free Workplace 256
Certification of Payments to Influence Federal
Transactions 257
Disclosure of Lobbying Activities 258
Civil Rights Certification 260
Tenant Advisory Board Comments 261
Challenged Elements 262
Certification of Consistency with the Consolidated Plan 263

VII-1. Supplemental Agreement No. 7 - AECOM Program
Management and Construction Management Services - Air
Capital Terminal 3 (ACT 3) Program.

Agenda Report No. VII-1 264
AECOM SA #7 - Revised 9-29-14 266

VII-2. Retail, News and Gift Concessions and Lease Agreement
- New Terminal - Wichita Mid-Continent Airport.

Agenda Report No. VII-2 277

1



Paradies Agreement 279
II-1. Report of Board of Bids and Contracts dated September 29
and October 6, 2014.

Agenda Report No. II-1 380
II-4. Preliminary Estimates.

Agenda Report No. II-4a 410
II-5a. Community Events - 2014 Historic Walking Tour. (District
VI)

Agenda Report No. II-5a 414
II-5b. Community Events - Prairie Fire Marathon Set-up. (District
I)

Agenda Report No. II-5b 415
II-5c. Community Events - Prairie Fire Marathon and Fun Run.

Agenda Report No. II-5c 416
II-5d. Community Events - Prairie Fire Half Marathon.

Agenda Report No. II-5d 418
II-5e. Community Events - Prairie Fire Marathon 5K. (Districts I
and VI)

Agenda Report No. II-5e 420
II-5f. Community Events - Tallgrass Film Festival. (District VI)

Agenda Report No. II-5f 421
II-5g. Community Events - Ghoulish Gala. (District VI)

Agenda Report No. II-5g 422
II-5h. Community Events - 23rd Annual Frostbite Regatta.
(District VI)

Agenda Report No. II-5h 423
II-5i. Community Events - Zombie Invasion Run. (District IV)

Agenda Report No. II-5i 424
II-5j. Community Event - Wesley Senior 5K. (District IV)

Agenda Report No. II-5j 425
II-6a. Utility Relocation Agreement for Kellogg and I-235
Interchange. (District IV)

Agenda Report No. II-6a 426
NOI 14-290 428
Resolution No. 14-290 429
Westar Relocate Agreement 431

II-6b. High Cotton USA, Inc. Contract Amendment.
Agenda Report No. II-6b 436
High Cotton Contract 437

II-6c. Improvements to East Kellogg from Cypress to
Wiedemann. (District II) (PULLED PER CITY MANAGER)

Agenda Report No. II-6c 443
II-7a. Water Storage Tank Rehabilitation Design and Inspection
Agreement. (District I)

Agenda Report No. II-7a 446
Water Storage Tank Agreements 447

2



II-8a. Change Order No. 4 for Improvements to Southfork
Commercial Addition. (District III)

Agenda Report No. II-8a and Change Order 458
II-9a. Acquisition of 4237 North Hoover for the K-96 and Hoover
Road Interchange Project. (District V)

Agenda Report No. II-9a 462
Contract for Conveyance 463
Tract Map 465
Tract Map 466
Aerial Map 467

II-11. Senior Management Expenses for the Quarter Ended
June 30, 2014.

Agenda Report No. II-11 468
II-12. Notice of Intent to Use Debt Financing Amendment -
Airfield Pavements and Medium Voltage Electrical Infrastructure
- Mid-Continent Airport.

Agenda Report No. II-12 469
Resolution No. 14-292 470

II-13. Nuisance Abatement Assessments, Cutting Weeds.
Agenda Report No. II-13. Ordinance No. 49-841and
Property Lists 472

II-14. Collateral Assignment of Industrial Revenue Bond Lease,
Lee Real Estate, LLC. (District II)

Agenda Report No. II-14 480
Lee Real Estate Collateral Assignment 481

II-15. Drug Enforcement Agency - 2014 High Intensity Drug
Trafficking Area Task Force (HIDTA).

Agenda Report No. II-15 487
Memorandum of Understanding 488

II-16. 2015 Drug Enforcement Administration State and Local
Task Force Agreements.

Agenda Report No. II-16 507
Wichita Resident Office State & Local Task Force
Agreements 508

II-17. 2014 Internet Crimes Against Children (ICAC) Grant and
Agreement.

Agenda Report No. II-17 519
Agreement 520

II-18. 127th Street East, Mt. Vernon to Pawnee – Waterline
Construction. (District II)

Agenda Report No. II-18 523
Resolution No. 14-293 524
NOI 526
Map 527

II-19. WaterWalk Floating Stage Canopy.
Agenda Report No. II-19 528
Contract 529

3



II-20. West Kellogg from 111th to 143rd Streets West - Revised
Cost of Utility Relocation Agreements with AT&T. (District IV)

Agenda Report No. II-20 536
Invoice 537

II-21. City Facilities Utilization.
Agenda Report No. II-21 538
Resolution No. 14-294 539
Budget Sheet 541

II-22. Supplemental Agreement for Legal Services with Bever
Dye, LC.

Agenda Report No. II-22 542
Second Amended Agreement for Services 543

II-23. Second Reading Ordinances.
Agenda Report No. II-23 546

II-24. *DED2014-00009 Partial Dedication of Abutter’s Access
Rights (Access Control) and DED2014-00010 Contingent Street
Dedication located on the East Side of Seneca, South of 55th
Street South. (District IV)

Agenda Report No. II-24 547
Supporting Documents 549

II-25. *SUB2014-00014 -- Plat of Tallgrass Villas Addition
located North of 21st Street North, East of Rock Road. (District
II)

Agenda Report No. II-25 554
Supporting Documents 556
Resolution Nos. 14-295 14-296 14-297 564

II-26. *Revisions to the Public Housing Admissions and
Continued Occupancy Plan and Section 8 Housing Choice
Voucher Administrative Plan.

Agenda Report No. II-26 570
II-27. *Airfield Pavements and Medium Voltage Electrical
Infrastructure - Wichita Mid-Continent Airport.

Agenda Report No. II-27 572
II-28. *LeaseCorp Aviation, LLC Assignment of Lease - Wichita
Mid-Continent Airport.

Agenda Report No. II-28 573
LeaseCorp Assignment to INTRUST 574

II-29. *WAA Report of Board of Bids and Contracts Dated
October 6, 2014.

Agenda Report No. II-29 704

4



REVISIONS: 
PULLED – CONSENT ITEM II-6C 

ADDED – WAA BOARD OF BIDS ITEM II-29 
FINAL 

C I T Y  C O U N C I L 
 

C I T Y  O F  W I C H I T A 
K A N S A S 

 
City Council Meeting City Council Chambers 
09:00 a.m. October 7, 2014 455 North Main 

 
OPENING OF REGULAR MEETING 

 
-- Call to Order 
 
-- Invocation 
 
-- Pledge of Allegiance 
 
-- Approve the minutes of the regular meeting on September 23, 2014 
 
 
 

 
AWARDS AND PROCLAMATIONS 

 
-- Proclamations: 

 
Walktober 
The Big Read Wichita Month 
Manufacturing Month 
  

 
 
 

I.  PUBLIC AGENDA 
 
NOTICE: No action will be taken relative to items on this agenda other than referral for information.  Requests to appear will be placed on a “first-

come, first-served” basis.  This portion of the meeting is limited to thirty minutes and shall be subject to a limitation of five minutes for 
each presentation with no extension of time permitted.  No speaker shall be allowed to appear more frequently than once every fourth 
meeting.  Members of the public desiring to present matters to the Council on the public agenda must submit a request in writing to the 
office of the city manager prior to twelve noon on the Tuesday preceding the council meeting.  Matter pertaining to personnel, litigation 
and violations of laws and ordinances are excluded from the agenda.  Rules of decorum as provided in this code will be observed. 

 
1. Sybil Strum - Fighting against violence, gangs and guns. 

 
2. Trista Retana - Property located at 935 West Meikle. (District IV) 

 
3. David P. Calvert - Resolution concerning the Sales Tax Initiative. 

 
4. Levi Turner - Parade permit for Wichita Toy Run on November 2, 2014. 

 
5. George Theoharis - Trees, yours, and ours. 
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City Council Meeting  Page 2 
October 7, 2014 
 
 

II. CONSENT AGENDAS (ITEMS 1 THROUGH 29) 
 
NOTICE: Items listed under the “Consent Agendas” will be enacted by one motion with no separate discussion.  If discussion on an item is desired, 

the item will be removed from the “Consent Agendas” and considered separately 
 
(The Council will be considering the City Council Consent Agenda as well as the Planning, Housing, and Airport Consent 
Agendas.  Please see “ATTACHMENT 1 – CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS” for a listing of all Consent Agenda Items.) 
 
 
 
__________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
COUNCIL BUSINESS 

III. UNFINISHED COUNCIL BUSINESS 
 

 None 
 
 

 
IV. NEW COUNCIL BUSINESS 

 
1. Public Hearing on the Establishment of the Union Station Redevelopment District, Tax Increment Financing. 

(District I) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Close the public hearing, approve the funding agreement, place the ordinance on 
first reading, and authorize the necessary signatures. 

2. An Ordinance Amendment Allowing Alcohol Consumption Upon the Douglas River Corridor Open Space and 
Gazebo. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Place the ordinance on first reading and authorize the necessary signatures. 

3. Approval of MOU with NBC Baseball Foundation. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the MOU with the NBC foundation. 

(9:30 a.m. or soon thereafter) 
4. Repair or Removal of Dangerous and Unsafe Structures. (District I) 

Property Address Council District 
a. 347 N. Ash  I 
b. 2922 E. Mossman I 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Close the public hearing, adopt the resolutions declaring the building a dangerous 
and unsafe structure, and accept the BCSA recommended action to proceed with 
condemnation, allowing 10 days to start demolition and 10 days to complete 
removal of the structure.  Any extensions of time granted to repair the structure 
would be contingent on the following: (1) All taxes have been paid to date, as of  
October 7, 2014; (2) the structure has been secured as of October 7, 2014  and 
will continue to be kept secured; and (3) the premises are mowed and free of 
debris as of October 7, 2014, as will be so maintained during renovation. 
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October 7, 2014 
 
 
COUNCIL BUSINESS SUBMITTED BY CITY AUTHORITIES 
 
PLANNING AGENDA 

 
NOTICE: Public hearing on planning items is conducted by the MAPC under provisions of State law.  Adopted policy is that additional hearing on 

zoning applications will not be conducted by the City Council unless a statement alleging (1) unfair hearing before the MAPC, or (2) 
alleging new facts or evidence has been filed with the City Clerk by 5p.m. on the Wednesday preceding this meeting.  The Council will 
determine from the written statement whether to return the matter to the MAPC for rehearing. 

 
V.  NON-CONSENT PLANNING AGENDA 

 
 None 
 
 

 
 
HOUSING AGENDA 

 
NOTICE: The City Council is meeting as the governing body of the Housing Authority for consideration and action on the items on this Agenda, 

pursuant to State law, HUD, and City ordinance.  The meeting of the Authority is deemed called to order at the start of this Agenda and 
adjourned at the conclusion. 

Fern Griffith, Housing Member is also seated with the City Council. 
 

VI. NON-CONSENT HOUSING AGENDA 
 

1. Public Hearing 2015-2019 Wichita Housing Authority Five-Year and 2015 Annual Plan.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Conduct the public hearing, close the hearing, approve the Wichita Housing 
Authority (WHA) 2015-2019 Five-Year and 2015 Annual Agency Plan, and 
authorize the necessary signatures to certify the Plan for submission to the U.S. 
Department of Housing and Urban Development.  

 

AIRPORT AGENDA 
 
NOTICE: The City Council is meeting as the governing body of the Airport Authority for consideration and action on items on this Agenda, 

pursuant to State law and City ordinance.  The meeting of the Authority is deemed called to order at the start of this Agenda and 
adjourned at the conclusion.   

 
VII. NON-CONSENT AIRPORT AGENDA 

 
1. Supplemental Agreement No. 7 - AECOM Program Management and Construction Management Services - Air 

Capital Terminal 3 (ACT 3) Program. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve Supplemental Agreement No. 7 with AECOM and authorize the 
necessary signatures.  

2. Retail, News and Gift Concessions and Lease Agreement - New Terminal - Wichita Mid-Continent Airport. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the agreement and authorize the necessary signatures.  
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COUNCIL AGENDA 

 
VIII. COUNCIL MEMBER AGENDA 

 

 None 

 

IX. COUNCIL MEMBER APPOINTMENTS 
 

1. Board Appointments.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the Appointments. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Adjournment 
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(ATTACHMENT 1 – CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS 1 THROUGH 29) 

 
 

II. CITY COUNCIL CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS 
 

1. Report of Board of Bids and Contracts dated September 29 and October 6, 2014. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Receive and file report; approve Contracts; and authorize the necessary 
signatures.  

2. Applications for Licenses: 
 
Renewal   2014   Address 
Ernie Doyon  Vegas Video  8323 West Kellogg Drive  
Robert Floyd  Rock Road Gift Shop Inc. dba Patricia’s  3526 North Rock Road 
 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the licenses.  
 
 

3. Applications for Licenses to Retail Cereal Malt Beverages: 
 
Renewal 2014  (Consumption on Premises) 
J Larry Fugate Pizza Hut**    2181 North Rock Road 
J Larry Fugate Pizza Hut**    1708 East Pawnee 
Jose Castaneda-Lumbreras Calvin’s Hamburger Haven**    1929 South Seneca 
 
Renewal 2014  (Consumption off Premises) 
Mohammod Hossain H Enterprise LLC***    1818 South Broadway 
Terry Williams Quik Trip #326R***    750 South Broadway 
Rajendra Patel Jump Start***    3805 West 21st 
 
**General/Restaurant (need 50% or more gross revenue from sale of food) 
***Retailer (Grocery stores, convenience stores, etc.) 
 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve licenses subject to Staff review and approval. 
 
 

4. Preliminary Estimates: 
a. List of Preliminary Estimates. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Receive and file. 
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October 7, 2014 
 

5. Consideration of Street Closures/Uses.  
a. Community Events - 2014 Historic Walking Tour. (District VI)  
b. Community Events - Prairie Fire Marathon Set-up. (District I)  
c. Community Events - Prairie Fire Marathon and Fun Run.  
d. Community Events - Prairie Fire Half Marathon.  
e. Community Events - Prairie Fire Marathon 5K. (Districts I and VI)  
f. Community Events - Tallgrass Film Festival. (District VI)  
g. Community Events - Ghoulish Gala. (District VI)  
h. Community Events - 23rd Annual Frostbite Regatta. (District VI)  
i. Community Events - Zombie Invasion Run. (District IV)  
j. Community Event - Wesley Senior 5K. (District IV)  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the request subject to; (1) Hiring off-duty certified law enforcement 
officers as required; (2) Obtaining barricades to close the streets in accordance 
with requirements of Police, Fire and Public Works Department; and (3) 
Securing a Certificate of Liability Insurance on file with the Community Events 
Coordinator. 

6. Agreements/Contracts: 
a. Utility Relocation Agreement for Kellogg and I-235 Interchange. (District IV)  
b. High Cotton USA, Inc. Contract Amendment.  
c. Improvements to East Kellogg from Cypress to Wiedemann. (District II) (PULLED PER CITY 

MANAGER) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve Agreements/Contracts; authorize the necessary signatures. 

7. Design Services Agreement: 
a. Water Storage Tank Rehabilitation Design and Inspection Agreement. (District I)  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve Agreements/Contracts; authorize the necessary signatures. 

8. Change Order: 
a. Change Order No. 4 for Improvements to Southfork Commercial Addition. (District III)  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the Change Orders and authorize the necessary signatures. 

9. Property Acquisition:  
a. Acquisition of 4237 North Hoover for the K-96 and Hoover Road Interchange Project. (District V)  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve budgets and Contracts; authorize necessary signatures. 

10. Minutes of Advisory Boards/Commissions 
 
Board of Electrical Appeals, August 12, 2014 
Wichita Employees Retirement System, August 20, 2014 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Receive and file. 
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11. Senior Management Expenses for the Quarter Ended June 30, 2014.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Receive and file. 

12. Notice of Intent to Use Debt Financing Amendment - Airfield Pavements and Medium Voltage Electrical 
Infrastructure - Mid-Continent Airport.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Adopt the Amending Resolution and authorize the necessary signatures. 

13. Nuisance Abatement Assessments, Cutting Weeds.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the proposed assessments and place the ordinance on first reading. 

14. Collateral Assignment of Industrial Revenue Bond Lease, Lee Real Estate, LLC. (District II)  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the Collateral Assignment of Lease Agreement. 

15. Drug Enforcement Agency - 2014 High Intensity Drug Trafficking Area Task Force (HIDTA).  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the 2014 HIDTA grant and Memorandum of Understanding. 

16. 2015 Drug Enforcement Administration State and Local Task Force Agreements.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve 2015 Drug Enforcement Administration State and Local Task Force 
Agreements. 

17. 2014 Internet Crimes Against Children (ICAC) Grant and Agreement.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the 2014 Internet Crimes Against Children (ICAC) Grant in the amount 
of $123,706, approve the Agreement between the City of Wichita and Sedgwick 
County, and authorize the necessary signatures. 

18. 127th Street East, Mt. Vernon to Pawnee – Waterline Construction. (District II)  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the project, adopt the resolution, and authorize the necessary signatures, 
including those for the acquisition or granting of easements, utility relocation 
agreements, and all required permits. 

19. WaterWalk Floating Stage Canopy.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the agreement, authorize funding from the Area 3 budget, approve any 
necessary budget adjustments, and authorize the necessary signatures. 
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20. West Kellogg from 111th to 143rd Streets West - Revised Cost of Utility Relocation Agreements with AT&T. 
(District IV)  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the revised costs and payment for remaining balances of the same, and 
authorize the necessary signatures. 

21. City Facilities Utilization.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the project initiation, adopt the bonding resolution and authorize the 
necessary signatures. 

22. Supplemental Agreement for Legal Services with Bever Dye, LC.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the supplemental contract, authorize the Mayor to sign, and approve any 
necessary budget adjustments. 

23. Second Reading Ordinances: (First Read September 23, 2014) 
a. List of Second Reading Ordinances.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Adopt the Ordinances. 

 
 

II. CONSENT PLANNING AGENDA ITEMS 
 

NOTICE: Public hearing on planning items is conducted by the MAPC under provisions of State law.  Adopted policy is that additional hearing on 
zoning applications will not be conducted by the City Council unless a statement alleging (1) unfair hearing before the MAPC, or (2) 
alleging new facts or evidence has been filed with the City Clerk by 5p.m. on the Wednesday preceding this meeting.  The Council will 
determine from the written statement whether to return the matter to the MAPC for rehearing. 

 
24. *DED2014-00009 Partial Dedication of Abutter’s Access Rights (Access Control) and DED2014-00010 

Contingent Street Dedication located on the East Side of Seneca, South of 55th Street South. (District IV) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Accept the Dedications. 

25. *SUB2014-00014 -- Plat of Tallgrass Villas Addition located North of 21st Street North, East of Rock Road. 
(District II) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the documents and plat, authorize the necessary signatures and adopt 
the Resolutions. 
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II. CONSENT HOUSING AGENDA ITEMS 

 
NOTICE: The City Council is meeting as the governing body of the Housing Authority for consideration and action on the items on this Agenda, 

pursuant to State law, HUD, and City ordinance.  The meeting of the Authority is deemed called to order at the start of this Agenda and 
adjourned at the conclusion. 

Fern Griffith, Housing Member is also seated with the City Council. 
 

26. *Revisions to the Public Housing Admissions and Continued Occupancy Plan and Section 8 Housing Choice 
Voucher Administrative Plan. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve revisions to the Public Housing Admissions and Continued Occupancy 
Plan (ACOP) and the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Administrative Plan. 

 
 

II. CONSENT AIRPORT AGENDA ITEMS 
 

NOTICE: The City Council is meeting as the governing body of the Airport Authority for consideration and action on items on this Agenda, pursuant 
to State law and City ordinance.  The meeting of the Authority is deemed called to order at the start of this Agenda and adjourned at the 
conclusion.   

 
27. *Airfield Pavements and Medium Voltage Electrical Infrastructure - Wichita Mid-Continent Airport. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the budget adjustment and authorize the necessary signatures.  

28. *LeaseCorp Aviation, LLC Assignment of Lease - Wichita Mid-Continent Airport. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the LeaseCorp Lease Assignment to INTRUST Bank, N.A.  

29. *WAA Report of Board of Bids and Contracts Dated October 6, 2014. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Receive and file report; approve Contracts; and authorize the necessary 
signatures.  
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  Agenda Item No. IV-1 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

 October 7, 2014 
 
 
TO:    Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:    Public Hearing on the Establishment of the Union Station Redevelopment District 

(Tax Increment Financing) (District I)
 
INITIATED BY: Office of Urban Development 
 
AGENDA:   New Business 

 
 
Recommendation: Close the public hearing, approve the funding agreement, and place the ordinance on first 
reading. 
 
Background:  On August 12, 2014, the City Council adopted a resolution stating its intent to consider the 
establishment of a redevelopment district in order to use tax increment financing (“TIF”) to pay for certain 
eligible redevelopment project costs on a “pay-as-you-go” basis.  The proposed redevelopment district, to be 
known as the Union Station Redevelopment District, is generally located in an area immediately south of 
Douglas Avenue on the east side of the elevated railroad tracks in downtown Wichita. Copies of the 
resolution were mailed, by certified mail, to all owners and occupants of property in the proposed district, 
and to the Board of Sedgwick County Commissioners and the U.S.D. 259 Board of Education, in accordance 
with state law. 
 
Analysis:  The area proposed for redevelopment is southwest of the intersection of Douglas and Washington.  
The area qualifies as a “blighted area” under the state TIF statutes because the area contains a substantial 
number of deteriorating structures and conditions which create economic obsolescence.   
 
The developer plans to create a mixed use development of almost 275,000 square feet of retail, restaurants, 
and office space through historic renovation of the existing buildings on the campus, as well as new 
construction infill. The developer proposes that tax increment financing will be used to pay for eligible 
redevelopment project costs on a “pay-as-you-go” basis, for land acquisition, site preparation, infrastructure 
improvements and parking facilities.  Details of the proposed development project and an evaluation of the 
proposal by a public/private team appointed by the City Manager is contained in the attached memo entitled 
Evaluation of the Union Station Proposal.  The memo specifies that the proposed use of TIF is for public 
assets as required by City Council policy, including the reimbursement of land acquisition cost in exchange 
for a public access easement granted to the City for the portions of the property where the public assets 
would be located.   The value of the access easement was determined by fair market values of comparable 
land sales in downtown.  All project costs will initially be funded by private debt and equity financing.  As 
TIF revenue is generated over the 20-year term of the TIF project, the City will reimburse the Developer for 
actual costs incurred, but only to the extent that TIF revenue is actually generated. 
 
Tax increment financing allows the increased tax revenue that results from the redevelopment of property to 
be used to pay for eligible costs in the redevelopment project.  TIF-eligible project costs generally include 
land acquisition, site preparation and infrastructure.  Once a TIF district is established and a redevelopment 
project plan is adopted by the City Council, the increment of increased tax revenue is set aside by the County 
Treasurer to be used by the City to reimburse the developer for certain improvements that are specified in the 
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redevelopment project plan.  After all the eligible costs have been paid, or the 20-year term of the 
redevelopment project plan has expired, the segregation of the tax increment will cease and all property tax 
revenue will be distributed to the City, County, School District and other applicable taxing jurisdictions. 
 
The process for authorizing the use of TIF involves two major steps:  The first step is the establishment of 
the tax increment district by ordinance adopted by a majority vote of the City Council, following a public 
hearing.  The ordinance must include a district plan which provides a general description of the overall plan 
for redevelopment of the district.  The creation of the district sets the boundaries within which TIF can be 
used and establishes the base year for measuring incremental growth in district property tax revenue.   
 
The final step in the approval process involves the adoption of a detailed project plan, by a two-thirds 
majority vote of the City Council, and approval of a development agreement between the City and the 
Developer which specifies the details of the private development to be undertaken and obligates the City to 
contribute to the project using TIF and any other incentives which may be included in the project.  More than 
one redevelopment project may be approved by adoption of project plans within the same TIF district.  
  
Union Station District Plan:  The overall plan for redeveloping the Union Station Redevelopment District is 
set forth in the District Plan which is attached as Exhibit B to the attached Resolution.  The District Plan calls 
for the redevelopment of the District in multiple phases.  The land uses for the overall project include retail, 
restaurant, hotel, office and other commercial uses.   The use of tax increment financing includes the 
reimbursement of TIF-eligible costs on a “pay-as-you-go” basis.   
 
Financial Considerations:  The establishment of the proposed redevelopment district at this time will set the 
2014 assessed valuation of property within the district as the base-year valuation for the purpose of 
calculating the incremental increase in tax revenue available for tax increment financing.  The TIF project 
will be financed on a pay-as-you-go basis, the City will not issue any debt related to the project.  The cost of 
mailings and publications will be charged to the Economic Development Fund and reimbursed with TIF 
revenues as they become available.  The Developer has provided a funding agreement, along with a $10,000 
deposit, to cover the City’s costs in establishing the district and negotiating a development agreement.    
 
Legal Considerations:  State law allows cities to establish redevelopment districts in areas that are 
considered blighted areas based on findings that the district meets a majority of criteria, as listed in the 
statute.  Such findings are set forth in the attached ordinance which has been approved as to form by the Law 
Department.  Following the public hearing, the Sedgwick County Board of County Commissioners and the 
USD 259 Board of Education will have a 30-day period during which either board may veto the 
establishment of the redevelopment district. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council close the public hearing, approve the 
funding agreement, place the ordinance on first reading, and authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments: Evaluation of the Union Station Proposal 
  Ordinance establishing the redevelopment district 
  Funding agreement 
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PUBLISHED IN THE WICHITA EAGLE ON OCTOBER 17, 2014 
 

Ordinance No. 49-839 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF WICHITA 
MAKING FINDINGS AND ESTABLISHING THE UNION STATION 

REDEVELOPMENT DISTRICT 
 

 WHEREAS, the provisions of 12-1770 et seq., as amended (the “Act”), set forth the 
procedure for the establishment of a redevelopment district for certain purposes in 
eligible areas; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the Governing Body of the City of Wichita, by Resolution No. R 
14-228 dated August 19, 2014, has given notice of its consideration of the establishment 
of a redevelopment district and described a proposed district plan that identifies all of 
the proposed redevelopment project areas along with a general description of the 
buildings and facilities to be constructed or improved; and 
 

WHEREAS, notice of the public hearing was given as required by the Act; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Union Station Redevelopment District area as set forth in 
Exhibit B (the “Union Station Redevelopment District”) appears to qualify as an 
eligible area as a “blighted area” under the provisions of the Act, in that the following 
factors are present and meet a majority of qualifying factors: 
 

a) a substantial number of deteriorated or deteriorating structures; 
b) unsanitary or unsafe conditions; 
c) deterioration of site improvements; 
d) improper subdivision or obsolete platting or land uses; 
e) the existence of conditions which endanger life or property by fire or other 

causes; 
f)  conditions which create economic obsolescence; and  

 
WHEREAS, the Governing Body of the City of Wichita, finds and determines 

that the conservation, development or redevelopment of the Union Station 
Redevelopment District is necessary to promote the general and economic welfare of 
the City; and 
 
 WHEREAS, a public hearing required by the Acthas been held and concluded; 
and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Governing Body of the City of Wichita desires to establish a 
redevelopment district in accordance with the Act that encompasses the Union Station 
Redevelopment District area; 
 
 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF 
THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS: 
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 Section 1.  The Governing Body hereby finds and determines that the Union 
Station Redevelopment District as set forth in Exhibit B qualifies as an eligible area as a 
“blighted area” under the provisions of the Act in that the property has present a  
majority of factors that substantially impair or arrest the development and growth of the 
municipality.  
 
 Section 2.  The conservation, development or redevelopment of the Union 
Station Redevelopment District is necessary to promote the general and economic 
welfare of the city.  Therefore, a redevelopment district is hereby established that shall 
hereafter be designated the Union Station  Redevelopment District, the description and 
boundaries of such redevelopment district in the City of Wichita, Sedgwick County, 
Kansas, are set forth in Exhibit “B” attached hereto and incorporated herein by 
reference. A map generally outlining the boundaries of the Union Station 
Redevelopment District is attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by 
reference. 
  

Section 3.  The redevelopment district plan identifying all the proposed 
redevelopment project areas along with a general description of the buildings and 
facilities that are proposed to be constructed or improved in each redevelopment project 
area is adopted as the redevelopment district plan for the Union Station Redevelopment 
District, and is set forth in Exhibit “C” attached hereto and incorporated herein by 
reference. 
 

Section 4. The Act authorizes the issuance by the City of bonds to finance 
all or a portion of the costs of implementing the district plan.  Said bonds may be issued 
to reimburse expenditures made on or after the date which is 60 days before the date of 
passage of this Ordinance, pursuant to Treasury Regulation §1.150-2. 
 

Section 5.  This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after its passage, 
approval, and publication once in the official City paper. 
  
ADOPTED at Wichita, Kansas, this 14th day of October, 2014. 
 
 
           
ATTEST: 
 
___________________________  ______________________________ 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk    Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
 
Approved as to Form: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Sharon L. Dickgrafe, Interim City Attorney and Director of Law 
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EXHIBIT B 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION 
 

That part of the SW1/4 of Sec. 21, T27S, R1E of the 6th P.M., Sedgwick County, 
Kansas, described as beginning at the northwest corner of Lot 1, Union Station 
Addition, Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas; thence N0°05’00”W along the extended 
west line of said Lot 1, 114.00 feet to the North Right of way of Douglas Avenue; 
thence N89°56’00”E along said north right of way, 580.61 feet to the East Right of Way 
of Rock Island; thence S00°00’00”W, along said east Right of Way, 114.00 feet to the 
South Right of Way of Douglas Avenue; thence continuing S00°00’00”W, along said 
east Right of Way, 170.72 feet; thence S89°56’00”W, 185.00 feet; thence 
S00°00’00”W, 276.30 feet; thence S89°56’W, 3.22 feet; thence S00°02’21”E, 162.89 
feet; thence S89°52’30”W, 17.79 feet; thence S00°00’00”W, 174.09 feet to a point of 
curvature of a curve to the right, said curve having a radius of 165.00 feet and an arc 
length of 58.13 feet; chord bearing S10°05’32”W, 57.83 feet; thence along said curve, 
58.13 feet to a point of reverse curve of a curve to the left, said curve having a radius of 
260.00 feet and an arc length of 49.94 feet; thence along said curve, 49.94 feet; thence 
S89°22’00”W, 57.02 feet; thence S68°20’30”W, 171.05 feet; thence S00°00’00”W, 
253.92 feet; thence S83°50’48”W, 101.63 feet; thence N09°45’00”W, 36.96 feet; to a 
point of curvature of a curve to the right, said curve having a radius of 1883.87 feet and 
an arc length of 317.84 feet; chord bearing N04°55’00”W, 317.46 feet; thence along 
said curve, 317.84 feet to a point of tangency; thence N0°05’00”W, 864.61 feet to the 
point of beginning. 
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EXHIBIT C 
REDEVELOPMENT DISTRICT PLAN FOR THE REDEVELOPMENT 

OF THE UNION STATION REDEVELOPMENT DISTRICT 
THROUGH TAX INCREMENT FINANCING 

 
October 7, 2014 

 
SECTION 1:  PURPOSE 
 A district plan is required for inclusion in the establishment of a redevelopment 
district under K.S.A. 12-1771.  The district plan is a preliminary plan that identifies 
proposed redevelopment project areas within the district, and describes in a general 
manner the buildings, facilities and improvements to be constructed or improved. 
 
SECTION 2: DESCRIPTION OF TAX INCREMENT INCOME 

Projects financed through tax increment financing typically involve the creation 
of an “increment” in real estate property tax income.  The increment is generated by 
segregating the assessed values of real property located within a defined geographic 
area such that a portion of the resulting property taxes flow to the City to fund projects 
in the redevelopment district, and the remaining portion flows to all remaining taxing 
jurisdictions.  The portion of property taxes flowing to the City is determined by the 
increase in the assessed value of the properties within the redevelopment district as a 
result of the new development occurring within the same area. When the current 
aggregate property tax rates of all taxing jurisdictions are applied to this increase in 
assessed property value from new development, increment income is generated.  Public 
improvements within the district and other qualified expenditures are funded by the City 
and repaid over a specified period of time with this increment income.  The property 
taxes attributable to the assessed value existing prior to redevelopment, the “original 
valuation,” continue to flow to all taxing jurisdictions just as they did prior to 
redevelopment.  This condition continues for the duration of the established district, as 
defined by statute, or until all eligible project costs are funded, whichever is of shorter 
duration. 

SECTION 3:  DESCRIPTION OF THE DISTRICT BOUNDARIES 
The property within the proposed district includes all property generally 

bounded by the railroad right of way on the west, the north right of way line of Douglas 
Avenue on the north, the east right of way line of Rock Island from Douglas to the 
south property line of 801 E. Douglas and the east property line of 725 E. Douglas on 
the east, and the south property line of 801 E. Doulas and south property line of lot 2 of 
Union Station Addition, in Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas; and including all street 
rights of way within such described areas.  The legal description of the proposed district 
is attached hereto and incorporated herein as Attachment 1. 

SECTION 4:  BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES 
 The district is located within Project Downtown and is further identified as a 
catalyst site for redevelopment.  The buildings are part of the 10 acre Union Station 
complex along the rail corridor.  A majority of the buildings were constructed prior to 
1950 and are vacant.  Design and layout of the buildings creates an economic 
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obsolescence based on current uses. 
 
 The redevelopment district is an area that meets the criteria for designation as a 
“blighted area” as defined by state law governing the establishment and financing of 
redevelopment districts.  Property within a blighted area is legally eligible for 
establishment of a redevelopment district. 
 
SECTION 5: REDEVELOPMENT AND PROJECT AREAS 

It is anticipated that all property within the redevelopment district will be 
designated as the “project area” under the redevelopment project plan, which must be 
adopted by the City Council by a 2/3 majority vote before the expenditure of any tax 
increment financing funds.  The plans for redevelopment of the project area generally call 
for a full remodel and update of the five existing structures and development of two 
additional commercial structures for a total of almost 275,000 square feet of retail, 
restaurant, and office space.  It is further anticipated that the project will include 
construction of a public parking structure. 

 
Tax increment financing may be used to pay for eligible costs, on a pay-as-you-go 

basis, for land acquisition and site preparation including utility relocations, public 
infrastructure improvements, such as streetscape, public parking, utility extensions, 
landscaping, and public plazas.  Tax increment financing may not be used for construction 
of any buildings owned or leased to a private, nongovernmental entity. 
 
SECTION 6: CONCLUSION 

After the establishment of the redevelopment district, any redevelopment 
projects to be funded with tax increment financing will be presented to the Governing 
Body for approval through the adoption of a redevelopment project plan in accordance 
with the Act. The Project Plan will identify the specific project area located within the 
established tax increment financing district and will include detailed descriptions of the 
projects as well as a financial feasibility study showing that the economic benefits out-
weigh the costs.  The redevelopment project plan must be reviewed by the Metropolitan 
Planning Commission and submitted to a public hearing following further notification 
of property owners and occupants, before it can be adopted by a two-thirds majority 
vote of the Governing Body. Only then can tax increment income be spent on the 
redevelopment projects. 
 
Tax increment financing does not impose any additional taxes on property located 
within the redevelopment district.  All property within the redevelopment district is 
appraised and taxed the same as any other property.  However, if property within the 
redevelopment district increases in value as a result of redevelopment, the resulting 
increment of additional tax revenue is diverted to pay for a portion of the redevelopment 
project costs.  
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Attachment 1 
 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION 
 

That part of the SW1/4 of Sec. 21, T27S, R1E of the 6th P.M., Sedgwick County, 
Kansas, described as beginning at the northwest corner of Lot 1, Union Station 
Addition, Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas; thence N0°05’00”W along the extended 
west line of said Lot 1, 114.00 feet to the North Right of way of Douglas Avenue; 
thence N89°56’00”E along said north right of way, 580.61 feet to the East Right of Way 
of Rock Island; thence S00°00’00”W, along said east Right of Way, 114.00 feet to the 
South Right of Way of Douglas Avenue; thence continuing S00°00’00”W, along said 
east Right of Way, 170.72 feet; thence S89°56’00”W, 185.00 feet; thence 
S00°00’00”W, 276.30 feet; thence S89°56’W, 3.22 feet; thence S00°02’21”E, 162.89 
feet; thence S89°52’30”W, 17.79 feet; thence S00°00’00”W, 174.09 feet to a point of 
curvature of a curve to the right, said curve having a radius of 165.00 feet and an arc 
length of 58.13 feet; chord bearing S10°05’32”W, 57.83 feet; thence along said curve, 
58.13 feet to a point of reverse curve of a curve to the left, said curve having a radius of 
260.00 feet and an arc length of 49.94 feet; thence along said curve, 49.94 feet; thence 
S89°22’00”W, 57.02 feet; thence S68°20’30”W, 171.05 feet; thence S00°00’00”W, 
253.92 feet; thence S83°50’48”W, 101.63 feet; thence N09°45’00”W, 36.96 feet; to a 
point of curvature of a curve to the right, said curve having a radius of 1883.87 feet and 
an arc length of 317.84 feet; chord bearing N04°55’00”W, 317.46 feet; thence along 
said curve, 317.84 feet to a point of tangency; thence N0°05’00”W, 864.61 feet to the 
point of beginning. 
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Rev. 09/26/14 
 

FUNDING AGREEMENT 
 

 This Funding and Developer of Record Agreement (“Agreement”) is entered into this 7th day of 
October, 2014, between the CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS (“City”), and UNION STATION, LLC, a 
Kansas limited liability company (“Developer”). 
 

RECITALS 
 
 WHEREAS, the City is a political subdivision organized and existing under the laws of the State of 
Kansas, with its principal office located at 455 N. Main St., Wichita, KS 67202; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Developer is a Kansas limited liability company engaged in the business of 
development with its principal office located at 8111 W. 32nd St. N., Suite 101, Wichita, KS 67226.  The 
City has been requested by the Developer to consider approval of a redevelopment district and approval 
of the redevelopment project plan (“Request”) to be known as the Union Station Redevelopment District 
(“District”), in accordance with the Tax Increment District Financing Act, K.S.A. 12-1770 et seq. (“Act”).  
As part of the approval of the Request by the City, the City and Developer will need to enter into a 
Development Agreement to govern the rights and responsibilities of both parties related to redevelopment 
within the District and implementation of the redevelopment project plan pursuant to the Act; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City does not have a source of funds to finance costs incurred for outside legal, 
financial and planning assistance for negotiating, preparing, and executing a Development Agreement; 
and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City and Developer desire to enter into this Agreement to provide for the 
funding of outside legal counsel used by the City for negotiating, preparing, and executing a Development 
Agreement. 
 

AGREEMENT 
 
1. Services to be Performed by the City.  The City shall: 
 

A. Consider the Request in accordance with the provisions of the Act, give all notices in a 
timely manner, make all legal publications and hold hearings as required by the Act; 
 
B. Provide necessary staff, legal, financial, and planning assistance to prepare and present 
the Request to the City and to prepare and present required resolutions and ordinances to the City; 
 
C. If the City approves the Request, provide the necessary staff and legal, financial and 
planning assistance to negotiate and prepare and  a Development Agreement between the 
Developer and the City for implementation of the Request, including the use of outside legal 
counsel; and 
 
D. If a Development Agreement is entered into, provide the necessary staff, legal, financial 
and planning assistance to execute such agreement, including the use of outside legal counsel. 

 
2. Deposit by Developer.  In order to ensure the prompt and timely payment of costs to the City for 

outside legal counsel, the Developer shall establish a fund in the amount of Ten Thousand Dollars 
($10,000.00) (the “Deposit”) by paying such amount to the City contemporaneously with the 
execution of this Agreement, receipt of which is hereby acknowledged.  The City shall pay in 
accordance with this Agreement the costs to the City for outside legal counsel from the Deposit 
and shall submit monthly statements to the Developer itemizing payments from the Deposit 
during the preceding month. Upon receiving a statement indicating that the balance of the Deposit 
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has fallen below Three Thousand Dollar ($3,000.00), the Developer shall remit to the City within 
ten (10) days the amount necessary to establish a minimum Three Thousand Dollar ($3,000.00).  
The City shall deliver to Developer within ten (10) days of receipt of such funds a new estimate 
of third party costs, including the City’s outside legal counsel.  Deposit against which additional 
costs to the City for outside legal counsel may be applied on a current basis.  Upon both parties 
meeting the Conditions Precedent of the Development Agreement, any amounts remaining from 
the Deposit after payment of costs to the City for outside legal counsel shall be returned to the 
Developer.  

 
 The applicable billing provisions related to City’s outside counsel are attached on Exhibit A 

attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference. 
 
3. Termination. 
 

A. In the event the Developer fails to perform any of its obligations herein, the City may 
terminate this Agreement, and any other agreement between the parties, at its sole discretion if 
the Developer fails to cure the default within thirty (30) days after written notice to the Developer 
of the default.  Termination by the City shall also terminate any duties and obligations of the City 
with respect to this Agreement, including, but not limited to, the City’s processing of Developer’s 
Request.  Upon such termination, any amounts remaining from the Deposit after payment of costs 
to the City for outside legal counsel shall be returned to the Developer. 
 
B. The parties hereto acknowledge that the Developer may determine to abandon the 
Request.  Upon notice of abandonment by the Developer, this Agreement shall terminate and the 
City may terminate any other agreement between the parties and shall retain the Deposit, if any, 
necessary for payment of costs to the City for outside legal counsel.  Any amounts remaining 
from the Deposit after payment of costs to the City for outside legal counsel shall be returned to 
the Developer. 

 
4. Reimbursement by the City.  All amounts paid by the Developer to the City pursuant to this 

Agreement are expected to be eligible “redevelopment project costs” in accordance with the Act, 
which would be eligible to be reimbursed to the Developer on a pay-as-you-go basis from tax 
increment revenues.  

 
5. Notice.  Any notice, approval, request or consent required by or asked to be given under this 

Agreement shall be deemed to be given if in writing and mailed by United States mail, postage 
prepaid, or delivered by hand, and addressed as follows: 
 
To the City: 
 
 City of Wichita, Kansas 
 Office of Urban Development 
 455 N. Main St., 13th Floor 
 Wichita, KS 67202 
 
 With a copy to: 
 
 Gary A. Anderson 
 Gilmore & Bell P.C. 
  2405 Grand Blvd., Suite 1100 
 Kansas City, Missouri 64108 
 
To the Developer: 
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 Union Station, LLC 
c/o Gary Oborny, Occidental Management Inc. 
8111 W. 32nd St. N., Suite 101 
Wichita, KS 67226 
 

26



With a copy to: 
 
 ___________________________________ 
 
 ___________________________________ 
 
 ___________________________________ 
 
 ___________________________________ 

 
 

Each party may specify that notice be addressed to any other person or address by giving to the other 
party ten (10) days prior written notice thereof. 

 
6. Counterparts.  This Agreement may be executed in multiple originals or counterparts, each of 

which will be an original and when all of the parties to this Agreement have signed at least one 
(1) copy, such copies will constitute a fully executed and binding Agreement. 

 
 The parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be executed by their duly authorized 
representatives the day and year first above written. 

 
 

CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS 
 
 
 
By:       
 Carl Brewer, Mayor 

 
 

 
 
UNION STATION, LLC 
 
 
 
By:       

Gary L. Oborny, Resident Agent 
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Rev. 09/26/14 
 

EXHIBIT A 
 

Gilmore & Bell, P.C. – Special Counsel to the City.  
 
Hourly rate: $395/hour 
 
Billing increment: 1/10th of an hour 
 
No charge for administrative or overhead charges 
 
Third-party out of pocket expenses will be reimbursed at actual out of pocket cost.  
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DATE: August 13, 2014 

TO: Robert Layton, City Manager 

FROM: Scott Knebel, AICP, Downtown Revitalization Manager 

SUBJECT: Evaluation of the Union Station Proposal 

 

 

The City Council established the criteria by which the City of Wichita will consider incentives for downtown 

development projects by Resolution No. 14-160 (attached).  The resolution requires a process by which a team 

appointed by the City Manager evaluates proposed projects based on established criteria and scores the project 

using an evaluation form. 

 

The evaluation team has completed the required evaluation process for the Union Station project.  The completed 

evaluation form is attached.  The evaluation team found that the proposal meets all threshold requirements and 

earned greater than the minimum required score in each of the three categories of evaluation criteria.  The report 

provides the evaluation team’s reasoning for the scores on the evaluation form. 

 

The report also notes a factor for consideration for the Union Station project that, in the opinion of the evaluation 

team, is not adequately addressed by the established criteria.  In the opinion of the evaluation team, the 

established criteria do not adequately address projects such as Union Station where the requested incentives do 

not involve City debt.  This is most obvious for the threshold criteria requiring a shortfall agreement and a 

minimum coverage ratio for City debt service, but the bigger impact is on the scoring criteria in the Project 

Characteristics category.  The criteria in this category provide higher scores for projects that mitigate City 

financial risk in a project.  However, there is no mechanism on the evaluation form for awarding higher points for 

these criteria for projects like Union Station that have no City financial risk.  In the opinion of the evaluation 

team, the overall score in the Project Characteristics category understates the benefits to the City of the proposed 

“pay-as-you-go” incentives that eliminate the City’s financial risk for the project. 

 

The following sections provide the evaluation team’s reasoning for the scores on the evaluation form.  Note that 

the descriptive headings of the criteria below are in summary form, but the information below follows the order of 

the criteria on the evaluation form. 

 

Minimum Submittal Criteria for Developer 

Equity – The developer has proposed 20% equity in the project as detailed in the attached statement of Developer 

Equity.  The developer’s hard costs for the project are $31,123,616.  The $6,226,156 in equity is proposed to be in 

the form of $1,500,000 from the purchase of the property that will be contributed as collateral, $3,766,156 in 

monetized historic tax credits, and $960,000 in cash. 

Shortfall Agreement – The developer is proposing pay-as-you-go Tax Increment Financing (TIF) and is assuming 

all financial risk for any shortfall in TIF revenue by privately financing the project. 

Vetting – The City’s vetting process indicates no issues of concern. 

Letter of Interest – The developer has provided commitment letters from Rose Hill Bank and Wells Fargo. 

 

Minimum Submittal Criteria for Project 

Design Guidelines – Per the attached Design Review Evaluation Form, the attached Project Design has been 

found to be consistent with the Project Downtown design guidelines. 
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Gap Analysis – The attached Gap Analysis shows that based on the pro forma cash flow and a sale of the property 

at the end of 10 years, the proposed multi-phase project generates a -0.1% return on the $6,226,156 in cash or 

equivalent equity without incentives at a 9% percent capitalization rate.  With the incentives, the return increases 

to 12%, which is three percentage points above the capitalization rate and within the range generally considered a 

“reasonable” return with incentives. 

Public Asset – The proposed parking structure, pedestrian boardwalk, paving, utilities, and landscaping are public 

assets identified in the Project Downtown master plan.  While the proposed site acquisition reimbursement is not 

specifically identified as a public asset in the Project Downtown master plan, much of the site will be used to 

construct the public parking and access areas.  If the public improvements were to be constructed on land not 

already owned, the cost of land acquisition definitely would be considered an eligible project cost by Project 

Downtown.  Given the unique circumstances, the evaluation team discussed acquiring a public access easement 

from the developer for the portions of site where public improvements would be constructed using TIF.  The 

developer would be compensated for the fair market value of the land where public access improvements would 

be located, not to exceed the $1,500,000 actual site acquisition cost.  The Public Access Easement attachment 

illustrates that the portions of the site where a public access easement would be acquired is 274,059 square feet  

and that the average land acquisition cost of 10 comparable downtown properties is $6.71 per square foot, placing 

the fair market value of the land where the public access improvements would be located at $1,839,147.  The 

evaluation team also discussed the importance of the development agreement specifying minimum design 

standards with City design approval for all TIF-funded public improvements. 

Capital Investment Ratio – The proposed private capital investment is $36,578,000, and the proposed public 

capital investment is $17,321,000, resulting in a private to public capital investment ratio of 2.1 to 1. 

Debt Service Coverage – There is no public debt in the proposed project; therefore, debt service coverage is not 

required. 

 

Project Location/Design 

Location – The proposed project is located across Douglas from the two City-owned parking lots within Catalyst 

Site 9.  As is outlined in the attached description of Catalyst Site 9, a revived Union Station with dining, 

entertainment, retail, and office uses is critical to the successful revitalization of Catalyst Site 9.   As is shown in 

the attached Walkable Development Focus Areas, one of the key growth directions for the success of Project 

Downtown is from Old Town across Douglas to a revitalized Union Station. 

Design – The proposed project will renovate four vacant historic landmarks to meet state and federal historic 

design guidelines and bring to life an entire district that contributes to Wichita’s historic identity in manner that is 

consistent with the attached Old Town South District Framework.  The proposed project also provides a mixed-

use development plan of office, retail, restaurant, and entertainment uses intended to activate the Douglas frontage 

across from Old Town and connect to the Intrust Bank Arena and Commerce Arts District. 

Land Use/Project Type – The proposed shared-used parking structure is an encouraged land use for the site by 

Project Downtown.  The developer indicates that the project will be developed as a destination with a marketing 

plan focused on the “Union Station” brand.  The developer indicates that he is negotiating with a potential office 

tenant for Phase 1 that would result in 25-35 new jobs for the Wichita economy. Phase 2 of the project will 

provide both an iconic landmark office and new construction office space that could be tailored to the specific 

needs of employers being recruited by the Greater Wichita Economic Development Coalition (GWEDC). 

Other Location/Design Benefits – The proposed project will include unique place-making elements such as a 

pedestrian plaza along Douglas and building lighting to activate the site and attract tenants and customers. 

Return on Public Investment – The attached Center for Economic Development and Business Research (CEDBR) 

Model shows a return on investment to the City of 1.08 to 1. 

Public Assets – The proposed pedestrian boardwalk, paving, and landscaping will benefit the community by 

significantly improving walkability and providing important connections among Union Station, Old Town, Intrust 

Bank Arena, and Commerce Arts District as described in the attached Old Town South District Framework.  The 
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proposed parking structure will provide shared-use public parking to support the entire site, as well event parking 

for Intrust Bank Arena and possible future development on surrounding sites. 

Project Downtown Vision – The proposed project revitalizes a mostly-vacant 9 acre site in the heart of downtown 

with a mixed-use office, retail, restaurant, and entertainment destination in manner consistent with the Project 

Downtown vision and strategies outlined in the attached Catalyst Site 9 and Old Town South District Framework. 

Economic Base – The proposed project will result in significant new construction work in the Wichita economy.  

The developer indicates that he is negotiating with a potential office tenant whose project would result in net new 

jobs for the Wichita economy.  The proposed project will provide additional location options for employers being 

recruited by GWEDC. 

Environmental Sustainability – The proposed project renovates four vacant historic landmarks and has 150,000 

square feet of infill development that takes advantage of existing community infrastructure.  The developer 

indicates that the proposed project will use high-efficiency energy and glazing systems. 

Other Public Purpose Benefits – The proposed project includes a pedestrian plaza in front of the Union Station 

terminal building that will support public events and activate the Douglas frontage. 

 

Proposed Project Characteristics 

Market Analysis – The proposed project is consistent with the attached Office and Hotel Market Analysis, which 

indicates that downtown can support up to 480,000 square feet of new office development and that the most 

successful office developments will be in buildings ranging from 40,000 to 80,000 square feet that are located in 

architecturally significant “cool space” within walking distance of restaurants and mixed-use districts and have 

convenient parking. 

Rate of Private Return – The attached Gap Analysis shows that based on the pro forma cash flow and a sale of the 

property at the end of 10 years, the proposed multi-phase project generates a -0.1% return on the $6,226,156 in 

cash or equivalent equity without incentives at a 9% percent capitalization rate.  With the incentives, the return 

increases to 12%, which is three percentage points above the capitalization rate and within the range generally 

considered a “reasonable” return with incentives. 

Projected Rents – The proposed project rents are initially below market rate and supported by the TIF incentives 

in order to attract the initial tenants to the new project.  The long-term project rents are proposed to be within the 

range of rents charged at other downtown properties. 

Rate of Absorption – The developer indicates that approximately 80 percent of Phase 1 is in the process of being 

leased, and the existing buildings in Phase 2 have active showings on a weekly basis. 

Long-Term Solvency – The developer has a long track record of developing, holding, and managing successful 

commercial real estate projects. 

Developer Equity – The developer has proposed 20% equity in the project as detailed in the attached statement of 

Developer Equity.  The developer’s hard costs for the project are $31,123,616.  The $6,226,156 in equity is 

proposed to be in the form of $1,500,000 from the purchase of the property that will be contributed as collateral, 

$3,766,156 in monetized historic tax credits, and $960,000 in cash. 

Equity Commitment – The developer is providing a personal guarantee for all financing for the project, including 

the TIF-funded public improvements, and is providing a letter of credit to secure the proposed 20% equity. 

Private to Public Investment Ratio – The proposed private capital investment is $36,578,000, and the proposed 

public capital investment is $17,321,000, resulting in a private to public capital investment ratio of 2.1 to 1. 

Financial Stability of Lender – The developer provided a report from Moody’s that indicates that Wells Fargo has 

an “Aa3” rating, which is a superior rating. 

Lender Commitment – The developer has provided commitment letters from Rose Hill Bank and Wells Fargo that 

are not conditioned upon City approval of the proposed development incentives. 
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Current Experience and Creditworthiness of Developer 

Financial Statements – The attached memorandum from Springsted indicates that they reviewed unaudited 

financial statements from the developer and that his ability to generate the equity needed for the project should be 

feasible. 

Developer Credit History – The City’s vetting process indicates that the developer has excellent credit history. 

Letters of Good Standing – The developer provided three letters of good standing. 

State Certificates – The developer provided a Tax Clearance Certificate and Certificate of Good Standing for 

Union Station LLC. 

Defaults – The City’s vetting process indicates that the developer has no defaults. 

Team Experience – The developer has completed a public-private partnership with the City using the Façade 

Improvement Program at the Travel Air Building.  The developer is in the process of putting together a public-

private partnership with the City of Overland Park for the redevelopment of the 650,000 square-foot Overland 

Park International Trade Center. 

References – No references were provided. 

Other Experience – The developer has 25 commercial developments, including major adaptive reuse and historic 

renovation projects such as the Travel Air Building, Occidental Hotel, and North Rock 6. 

 

Attachments 
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2. Downtown Development Incentives Evaluation Form 

3. Developer Equity 

4. Design Review Evaluation Form  

5. Project Design 

6. Gap Analysis 

7. Public Access Easement 

8. Catalyst Site 9 

9. Walkable Development Focus Areas 

10. Old Town South District Framework 

11. CEDBR Model 

12. Office and Hotel Market Analysis 

13. Springsted Memorandum 
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1. Resolution 14-160 
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2. Downtown Development Incentives Evaluation Form 
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Date: August 12, 2014

Project: Union Station

Evaluation Team:  Allen Bell, Monty Briley, Jeff Fluhr, Jerry Gray, Jason Gregory, Scott Knebel, Don Sherman

Ex-Officio Members:  Troy Bruun, Mark Elder, Brian McLeod

MINIMUM SUBMITTAL CRITERIA FOR DEVELOPER:
Development entity or key partners provide at least 10% equity Yes No Yes

Development entity and/or key partners provide a proportional guarantee for public revenue shortfall Yes No Yes

Development entity and key partners pass City vetting process Yes No Yes

Submittal of Letter of Interest from primary lender or equity investor Yes No Yes

MINIMUM SUBMITTAL CRITERIA FOR PROJECT:
Consistent with Project Downtown's general and district design guidelines Yes No Yes

Economic analysis confirms that project is infeasible "but for" public investment Yes No Yes

Public investment is in a public asset as defined in Project Downtown Plan Yes No Yes

Minimum proportional private to public capital investment ratio of 2 to 1 Yes No Yes

Minimum public debt service coverage ratio of 1.2 to 1 Yes No Yes

If "No" is circled for any of the above criterion, the project is not eligible for further evaluation.

DOWNTOWN DEVELOPMENT INCENTIVES EVALUATION FORM
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PUBLIC BENEFIT/COMPATIBILITY WITH OVERALL DOWNTOWN PLAN (40 points possible) Total Score: 32

Percentage: 80%

PROJECT LOCATION/DESIGN Poor Fair Moderate Significant Exceptional

LOCATION (extent project location fits Project Downtown priorities) 1 2 3 4 5 5

Poor Fair Moderate Significant Exceptional

DESIGN (extent project design fits priorities of Project Downtown) 1 2 3 4 5 4

Poor Fair Moderate Significant Exceptional

LAND USE/PROJECT TYPE fits priorities of Project Downtown 1 2 3 4 5 5

Fair Moderate Significant Exceptional

OTHER LOCATION/DESIGN BENEFITS documented by developer 0 1 2 3 2

RETURN ON PUBLIC INVESTMENT < 1.3:1 1.3-1.5:1 >1.5:1

Extent City's ROI exceeds benefit/cost ratio of 1.3:1 on CEDBR Model 0 1 2 0

PUBLIC PURPOSE Poor Fair Moderate Significant Exceptional

Extent public asset serves developments beyond the project 1 2 3 4 5 4

Extent that project helps accomplish Project Downtown vision & strategies 1 2 3 4 5 5

Extent that project enhances the community's economic base 1 2 3 4 5 3

Extent that project promotes environmental sustainability 0 0 1 2 2 2

Other public benefits as documented by Developer 0 0 1 2 3 2

Project Downtown identifies priority locations such as Catalyst Sites and Walkable Development Focus Areas. Projects will be evaluated on the extent to which 

they utilize these priority locations in a manner that fosters additional development on properties surrounding the project site. Projects also will be evaluated 

on the ability to connect existing downtown districts and nodes and on impacts to the transportation system, such as providing a strategic walking connection 

to the river or accommodating a key transit stop.

The design of projects will be evaluated on the extent to which they exceed the minimum thresholds. Project Downtown encourages extraordinary design that 

contributes to Wichita's identity as a community of distinction. Additionally, the Project Development Criteria identifies encouraged design features for each 

downtown district as "optional criteria." Projects will be evaluated on the extent to which they contribute to community identity and include encouraged 

design features.

The Project Development Criteria identifies encouraged land uses for each downtown district as "optional criteria." Projects will be evaluated on the extent to 

which they include these encouraged land uses. Projects also will be evaluated on the extent to which they provide a new attraction, destination business, or 

major employer to the community.
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PROPOSED PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS        (35 points possible) Total Score: 25

Percentage: 71%

BUSINESS PLAN ASSESSMENT Poor Fair Moderate Significant Exceptional

MARKET ANALYSIS 0 1 2 3 4 3

a)Extent Project Downtown market analysis confirms project feasibility, or

b)Alternative, confirmation of project feasibility by 3rd party analysis

PRO FORMA ANALYSIS No Yes

a) Rate of private investment return falls within contemporary market standards 0 1 1

Moderate Significant

b) Projected rents/prices consistent with performance of comparables 1 2 2

c) Projected rate of absorption consistent with performance of comps 1 2 2

Fairly Likely

d) Long-term solvency of the project 0 1 1

DEVELOPER EQUITY THIS PROJECT <12% 12-14% 15-19% 20-24% 25-29% 30%+

Extent equity exceeds minimum threshold (min 10%) 0 2 4 6 8 10 6

Other Guaranty Bond/LOC Escrow

Firmness of equity commitment 0 2 4 5 4

SHARE OF PUBLIC FUNDING >2:1 >3:1 >4:1 >5:1 >6:1

Extent private  to public  investment ratio exceeds 2:1 1 2 3 4 5 1

LENDER COMMITMENT
FINANCIAL STABILITY OF LENDER Average Above Avg. Superior

a) Bank or Other Company -3rd Party Rating Score only one-bank/company or individual 1 2 3 3

or alternatively ****DO NOT SCORE BOTH**** <750 750+

b) Individual -Personal Credit Score (FICO) 0 1

FIRMNESS OF LENDER COMMITMENT No w/conditions w/o cond.

Commitment letter 0 1 2 2
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CURRENT EXPERIENCE AND CREDITWORTHINESS OF DEVELOPER        (25 points possible) Total Score: 20

Percentage: 80%

Poor Fair Moderate Significant Exceptional

FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 2 4 6 8 10 8

Based on the summary report from the 3rd party consultant, evaluate the financial strength of the developer and the key partners.

DEVELOPER EXPERIENCE & QUALIFICATIONS Other Good Excellent

Developer Credit History 0 1 2 2

None One 2 or more

Letters of Good Standing from Lenders in previous projects 0 1 2 2

Other Good Excellent

Certificate of Good Standing & Tax Clearance Certificate from State 0 1 1

Other 0 last 10 yrs Never

Extent of defaults by development entity or key partners 0 1 2 2

None One Two 3 or more

Experience with similar public-private projects, completed by same development team 0 1 2 3 2

No Yes

References, esp from other municipal partners 0 1 0

Fair Moderate Significant Exceptional

Other Experience documented by the Developer 1 2 3 4 3
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3. Developer Equity   
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Union Station
Equity Component

Equity:
Land / Buildings 1,500,000$        
Cash 960,000             

Monetized Tax Credits 3,766,156          

Total Project Equity 6,226,156$        

Hard Costs (excluding TIF project costs) 31,123,616$      

Project Equity % 20.0%

Note:  Letter of Credit to be provided.
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 4. Design Review Evaluation Form 
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DESIGN REVIEW EVALUATION FORM 

 
Date: June 6, 2014 
 
Project Name: Union Station 
 
Evaluation Team:  Allen Bell, Jeff Fluhr, Jason Gregory, Paul Gunzelman, Larry Hoetmer, Scott 
Knebel, David McGuire, Jess McNeely, Kathy Morgan, John Philbrick, Tom Stolz 
 
GENERAL DESIGN GUIDELINES 
 
BUILDING PLACEMENT ON SITE 
 
Not Consistent _____ Partially Consistent _____ Mostly Consistent _____ Consistent __X__ 
 
Comments:  

 The massing of the new buildings is good 
 Placement of buildings in proximity to existing buildings reinforces the pedestrian scale 
 Like increased density of site 
 Garage location sets stage for additional development 
 Strategic location 
 Creates pedestrian corridor 
 New buildings integrate well with existing buildings 
 New buildings maintain the street wall line along Mead Street 
 New building placement creates new circulation corridors in the appropriate locations 
 Generally looks good 
 Like the density and scale for pedestrian experience 
 Seems a bit static, but could be effective 
 Need to keep in mind safety, the Old Town area has had a number of attempts to drive through 

the various breezeways and pedestrian corridors attempting to evade law enforcement 
 Additional 150,000 square feet of buildings with pedestrian corridor behind new buildings 
 The open space in front of the buildings along Douglas needs to be used as pedestrian plazas 

and not parking or vehicular circulation areas 
 
BUILDING MASSING AND HEIGHT 
 
Not Consistent _____ Partially Consistent _____ Mostly Consistent _____ Consistent __X__ 
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Comments:  
 Felt the scale of the new buildings was consistent with the others on the site 
 Massing as shown allows for pedestrian connectivity 
 Complements scale of historic Union Station 
 Reinforces “human scale” of area 
 The new buildings integrate well the historic canopies 
 New buildings are well designed leaving the historic buildings the predominate structures on 

the site 
 New buildings are consistent with the height of existing buildings on the site 
 Garage matches the height of the highest point on the main terminal building and frames the 

site with the tallest buildings at either end of the site 
 New platform building matches the height of the historic canopies 
 Elevation along Mead Street is a good scale, but might benefit from more hierarchy in new 

office/retail opportunity on center bay for more definition 
 Matching design elements of new buildings with terminal building and garage 
 Need to screen utilities, HVAC equipment, service areas, loading areas, and trash dumpsters 

 
BUILDING GROUND FLOOR TRANSPARENCY AND RETAIL ACCOMODATION 
 
Not Consistent _____ Partially Consistent _____ Mostly Consistent _____ Consistent __X__ 
 
Comments:  

 Ground floor uses and glass is consistent with promoting walkability 
 Like first floor transparency of existing and new buildings 
 Over 50% first floor glazing along pedestrian corridors 
 The brick paver area between express buildings and new buildings present fire code and 

safety concerns 
 Good use of transom/storefront glazing system 
 Heavy use of ground floor glazing, particular on new buildings 
 50% glazing on ground floor 
 Signage, awnings, and window displays should reinforce the district character and be primarily 

pedestrian oriented 
 
BUILDING ARTICULATION OF SCALE AND PROPORTION 
 
Not Consistent _____ Partially Consistent _____ Mostly Consistent __X__ Consistent _____ 
 
Comments:  

 Would like to see a bit more architectural character to the new buildings, they seem a bit 
simplistic compared to the existing buildings 

 Encourage lots of detail and unique character with the new buildings 
 Would like to see concepts for awnings for new buildings 
 New buildings lacking details and articulation and should have additional detail and articulation 

that complement the historic buildings on the site 
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 Articulation of the cornice on the new buildings should include complementary detail to the 
main terminal building similar to that on the parking garage, particularly to reinforce building 
entrances or the center of the building 

 Good that it respects the original architectural style and detail 
 Garage offsets terminal height at each end 

 
BUILDING MATERIALS 
 
Not Consistent _____ Partially Consistent _____ Mostly Consistent __X__ Consistent _____ 
 
Comments:  

 Encourage use of nicer materials – brick/stone details, less EFIS or stucco 
 Pre-cast walls, metal cornice 
 Project on a good trajectory on materials 
 Like that windows will not be tinted or reflective 
 Masonry and precast on new buildings lack details and articulation 
 Union Station is already up to current building and fire codes, new construction will fall under 

2012 IBC and 2010 ADA standards 
 Masonry and concrete should complement existing depot buildings 
 Like the plan to use lighting to highlight the building facades 
 Respects existing context of Old Town 
 Looks good, nicely done, simple and not overly done 
 Pre-cast concrete with veneer 

 
OFF-STREET PARKING RATIOS 
 
Not Consistent _____ Partially Consistent _____ Mostly Consistent __X__ Consistent _____ 
 
Comments:  

 Too much parking? 
 Think that parking is adequately placed 
 Building more parking for planned development – may be needed for future, unspecified 

developments 
 Project providing more than adequate parking for development 
 More parking than needed 
 Parking garage proximal to retail/office uses 
 Shared parking for entire site and off-hours parking for adjacent uses 
 2.6 spaces per 1,000 square feet is less than recommended maximum of 3.5 spaces per 1,000 

square feet 
 Transitional parking ratios over time as transit improves and density increases is a good idea 
 Shared parking with all tenants and off-hours parking for arena 
 CBD zoning requires no parking – parking not needed 
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OFF-STREET PARKING PLACEMENT AND DESIGN 
 
Not Consistent _____ Partially Consistent _____ Mostly Consistent _____ Consistent __X__ 
 
Comments:  

 Like that parking is being located strategically versus throughout project site – helps reinforce 
walkability 

 Parking located behind everything but may conflict with future platform activities 
 No new parking on Douglas 
 Most surface parking is on platform level 
 Need to make sure parking garage is easy to access, well signed, and well lit at night 
 Pedestrian access points to the garage and the stair/elevator towers need high visibility from 

the exterior of the garage 
 
STREETSCAPING 
 
Not Consistent _____ Partially Consistent _____ Mostly Consistent __X__ Consistent _____ 
 
Comments:  

 Didn’t show a lot of detail – presume they will in order to provide scale and character 
 Could use more green space and planters 
 Would like to see sidewalk extension on Douglas in front of the entire site and include 

significant level of streetscaping 
 Lack of detail provided 
 Recommend extensive use of planters, street trees, bike racks, benches, trash receptacles, 

decorative bollards, pedestrian lighting, etc. throughout the project as outlined in the Project 
Downtown General Design Guidelines 

 Recommend sidewalk extension across the entire Douglas frontage to match the curb line in 
front of the Grand Hotel to include full package of streetscape amenities 

 Recommend development of pedestrian plaza in front of the Union Station Terminal with high-
end streetscape amenities, including a “grand stair” from the plaza to the track level 

 Can’t really detect much landscape at this point 
 Site lines are important 
 Trees and shrubs get blamed for a lot of security issues – use up lighting under trees for 

security 
 Large scale of project did not allow showing this detail – seems low at this point 
 Recommend use of roof terrace landscaping 

 
PEDESTRIAN CONNECTIVITY 
 
Not Consistent _____ Partially Consistent _____ Mostly Consistent __X__ Consistent _____ 
 
Comments:  

 Don’t like drive-thru lanes but have been tastefully done 
 Site promotes pedestrian movement 
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 Like areas dedicated to pedestrian between new buildings and existing structures 
 Like the vision on programming 
 Lighting will be important – particularly like discussion regarding architectural lighting 
 Need to minimize drive-thru lane conflicts with pedestrian routes 
 Coordinate with Douglas railroad underpass connectivity 
 Recommend adding sidewalks along both sides of Mead 
 Need to improve pedestrian connectivity between the lower and upper portions of the site 
 Additional thought is needed regarding pedestrian connectivity across Douglas to Old Town, 

particularly as it is impacted by the proposed drive-thru lanes 
 All vehicular ingress-egress is at the north and south ends of the site, additional thought is 

needed how pedestrian pathways will be treated at crossing these points, which likely will be 
congested during AM and PM peak travel times, with particular attention to restricted sight 
lines and conflicting turning movements 

 Need improved connectivity to Eaton area west of rail corridor 
 Additional thought is needed regarding how east-west circulation will be added to the district 

between Douglas and Waterman 
 
PROJECT DEVELOPMENT CRITERIA 
 
District: Douglas/Historic 
 
THRESHOLD CRITERIA 
 
Not Consistent _____ Partially Consistent _____ Mostly Consistent _____ Consistent __X__ 
 
Comments:  

 Believe the project begins to set the stage for new district development – this initial project will 
be critical in setting architectural vernacular of area 

 Drive-thru lanes, particularly located along the Douglas frontage, seem inconsistent with the 
historic character of the district 

 Like the mixed-use development program to have a 16-hour, 7-day per week uses on site 
 
OPTIONAL CRITERIA 
 
Not Consistent _____ Partially Consistent _____ Mostly Consistent __X__ Consistent _____ 
 
Comments:  

 Would like to see more sustainable practices incorporated with this project 
 Residential not discussed except as possible future phase 
 The programming reinforces the urban quality 
 Supports event parking in structure 
 Use of site for arena parking will encourage people to illegally cross the railroad tracks 
 Experience has been that parking garage use for event parking is limited 
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5. Project Design 
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Union Station 
Presented by Occidental Management 

 
GENERAL  DESIGN  GUIDELINES 
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  EXHIBIT  A – UNION  STATION  SITE  PLAN 
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  EXHIBIT  B - UNION  STATION,  TERMINAL  BUILDING 
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 EXHIBIT  C - UNION  STATION,  EXPRESS  BUILDING 
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 EXHIBIT  D - ROCK  ISLAND  DEPOT 
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  EXHIBIT  E - ROCK  ISLAND  FREIGHT 
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  EXHIBIT  F - GRAND  HOTEL 
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  EXHIBIT  G - NEW  OFFICE / RETAIL  BUILDINGS 
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  EXHIBIT  H – NEW  PARKING  GARAGE  WITH   RETAIL 
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  EXHIBIT  I  – NEW  TRACK  PLATFORM  BUILDING 
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6. Gap Analysis 
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Union Station Gap Analysis
Est. dates SQ FT Base rent Step Up Step Up Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5 Year 6 Year 7 Year 8 Year 9 Year 10

Terminal Bldg 57,068 12,540 779,482 916,424 939,191 944,458 967,225 986,570 986,570 1,006,301 1,006,301

Month 13 5 yr lease Tenant 1 (Gross Lease) 35,000 18.00$                18.50$       19.00$                - 630,000 630,000 647,500 647,500 665,000 678,300 678,300 691,866 691,866
Month 19 5 yr lease Terminal Bldg 21,068 13.00$                13.50$       14.00$                - 136,942 273,884 279,151 284,418 289,685 295,479 295,479 301,388 301,388
Month 1 Existing Level 3 1,000 12.54$                12.54$       12.54$                12,540 12,540 12,540 12,540 12,540 12,540 12,791 12,791 13,047 13,047

US Baggage Bldg - Old Frt Depot 15,420 0 49,400 200,460 202,360 208,170 210,070 214,271 214,271 218,557 218,557

Month 19 5 yr lease US Baggage Bldg - Old Frt Depot 3,800 13.00$                13.50$       13.75$                0 24,700 49,400 50,350 51,300 52,250 53,295 53,295 54,361 54,361
Month 19 5 yr lease US Baggage Bldg - Old Frt Depot 3,800 13.00$                13.50$       13.75$                0 24,700 49,400 50,350 51,300 52,250 53,295 53,295 54,361 54,361
Month 25 5 yr lease US Baggage Bldg - Old Frt Depot 3,000 13.00$                13.50$       14.00$                0 0 39,000 39,000 40,500 40,500 41,310 41,310 42,136 42,136
Month 25 5 yr lease US Baggage Bldg - Old Frt Depot 3,000 13.00$                13.50$       14.00$                0 0 39,000 39,000 40,500 40,500 41,310 41,310 42,136 42,136
Month 25 5 yr lease US Baggage Bldg - Old Frt Depot 1,820 13.00$                13.50$       14.00$                0 0 23,660 23,660 24,570 24,570 25,061 25,061 25,563 25,563

Grand & Patrick Hotel (Retail) 14,449 94,669 189,337 192,949 196,562 199,799 203,036 207,097 207,097 211,239 211,239

Month 7 5 yr lease Scooters 1,500 14.00$                14.50$       15.00$                10,500 21,000 21,375 21,750 21,750 21,750 22,185 22,185 22,629 22,629
Month 7 5 yr lease Grand & Patrick Hotel (Retail) 6,475 13.00$                13.50$       14.00$                42,088 84,175 85,794 87,413 89,031 90,650 92,463 92,463 94,312 94,312
Month 7 5 yr lease Grand & Patrick Hotel (Retail) 6,474 13.00$                13.50$       14.00$                42,081 84,162 85,781 87,399 89,018 90,636 92,449 92,449 94,298 94,298

Grand & Patrick Hotel (Office) 14,283 92,840 185,679 189,250 192,821 196,391 199,962 203,961 203,961 208,040 208,040

Month 7 5 yr lease Grand & Patrick Hotel (Office) 4,761 13.00$                13.50$       14.00$                30,947 61,893 63,083 64,274 65,464 66,654 67,987 67,987 69,347 69,347
Month 7 5 yr lease Grand & Patrick Hotel (Office) 4,761 13.00$                13.50$       14.00$                30,947 61,893 63,083 64,274 65,464 66,654 67,987 67,987 69,347 69,347
Month 7 5 yr lease Grand & Patrick Hotel (Office) 4,761 13.00$                13.50$       14.00$                30,947 61,893 63,083 64,274 65,464 66,654 67,987 67,987 69,347 69,347

Rock Island-Baggage Depot 1,800 21,600 21,600 21,600 21,600 21,600 21,600 22,032 22,032 22,473 22,473

Month 1 Existing Cox - Retail 1,800 12.00$                12.00$       12.00$                21,600 21,600 21,600 21,600 21,600 21,600 22,032 22,032 22,473 22,473
Rock Island-Passenger Depot 6,721 32,913 65,826 65,826 65,826 65,826 65,826 67,143 67,143 68,485 68,485

Month 7 10 yr lease Indian Bistro 5,121 8.48$                  - - 21,713 43,426 43,426 43,426 43,426 43,426 44,295 44,295 45,180 45,180
Month 7 10 yr lease Smoothie King 1,600 14.00$                - - 11,200 22,400 22,400 22,400 22,400 22,400 22,848 22,848 23,305 23,305

Other Leaseable Space 3,000 0 0 0 0 0 39,000 39,780 39,780 40,576 40,576  

Month 61 5 yr lease Amtrak Building 3,000.0 13.00$                13.50$       14.00$                0 0 0 0 0 39,000 39,780 39,780 40,576 40,576
Additional Square Footage 150,000 0 390,000 1,560,000 1,965,000 2,010,000 2,040,000 2,080,800 2,080,800 2,122,416 2,122,416

Month 19 10 yr lease Additional SF 30,000 13.00$                13.50$       13.75$                0 195,000 390,000 397,500 405,000 412,500 420,750 420,750 429,165 429,165
Month 19 10 yr lease Additional SF 30,000 13.00$                13.50$       13.75$                0 195,000 390,000 397,500 405,000 412,500 420,750 420,750 429,165 429,165
Month 25 10 yr lease Additional SF 30,000 13.00$                13.50$       13.50$                0 0 390,000 390,000 405,000 405,000 413,100 413,100 421,362 421,362
Month 31 10 yr lease Additional SF 30,000 13.00$                13.50$       14.00$                0 0 195,000 390,000 397,500 405,000 413,100 413,100 421,362 421,362
Month 31 10 yr lease Additional SF 30,000 13.00$                13.50$       14.00$                0 0 195,000 390,000 397,500 405,000 413,100 413,100 421,362 421,362

262,741 254,561 1,681,324 3,146,509 3,583,359 3,646,244 3,746,719 3,821,653 3,821,653 3,898,087 3,898,087

Rate per square 

foot 0.97$             6.40$                  11.98$               13.64$               13.88$               14.26$               14.55$              14.55$              14.84$              14.84$              
Union Station  

Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5 Year 6 Year 7 Year 8 Year 9 Year 10

Est. dates SQ FT Base rent Step Up Step Up  

Parking Garage 12,000 - 156,000 156,000 162,000 162,000 168,000 171,360 171,360 174,787 174,787

Month 13 20 yr lease New Office Building 12,000 13 13.5 14 - 156,000$            156,000$           162,000$           162,000$           168,000$           171,360 171,360 174,787 174,787
12,000 -$               156,000$            156,000$           162,000$           162,000$           168,000$           171,360$          171,360$          174,787$          174,787$          

274,741 254,561 1,837,324 3,302,509 3,745,359 3,808,244 3,914,719 3,993,013 3,993,013 4,072,874 4,072,874

Addl Rent from Additional Tenant Improvements 2.3 44,116.14$    291,378.15$       545,298.79$      621,006.11$      631,904.30$      649,316.85$      662,303.19$     662,303.19$     675,549.25$     675,549.25$     
298,677$       2,128,702$         3,847,808$        4,366,365$        4,440,149$        4,564,036$        4,655,317$       4,655,317$       4,748,423$       4,748,423$       

 Less: Vacancy and Collection 5% (14,933.86)$   (106,435.11)$      (192,390.39)$     (218,318.26)$     (222,007.43)$     (228,201.80)$     (232,765.83)$    (232,765.83)$    (237,421.15)$    (237,421.15)$    

Net Operating Income 283,743 2,022,267 3,655,417 4,148,047 4,218,141 4,335,834 4,422,551 4,422,551 4,511,002 4,511,002
Loan Payment (6,226,000)$        0 -1,839,377 -2,759,066 -3,678,754 -3,678,754 -3,678,754 -3,678,754 -3,678,754 -3,678,754 -3,678,754

Return on Equity -0.1% (6,226,000)$        283,743$        182,890$             896,352$           469,293$           539,387$           657,080$           743,797$           743,797$           832,248$           832,248$           

TIF -$                -$                     261,710$            443,002$            706,341$            933,631$            1,104,099$        1,104,099$        1,126,924$        1,150,206$        

TIF Return on Equity 12.0% (6,226,000)$        283,743$        182,890$             1,158,062$        912,295$           1,245,728$        1,590,711$        1,847,896$       1,847,896$       1,959,172$       1,982,454$       
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7. Public Access Easement 
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Address Sale Price Acres S/F Land S/F Building % Building Cost of Building % Land Cost of Land Cost of Land S/F

266 N Main 2,100,000.00  6.00         261,000.00 56,662.00         22% 455,901.15              78.3% 1,644,098.85     6.30$                         

1004 N Waco Ave 70,000.00        0.23         10,005.00    2,700.00           27% 18,890.55                73.0% 51,109.45           5.11$                         

820 N Main 202,000.00     0.24         10,440.00    5,441.00           52% 105,276.05              47.9% 96,723.95           9.26$                         

219 N St. Francis 380,000.00     0.48         20,880.00    13,962.00         67% 254,097.70              33.1% 125,902.30        6.03$                         

608 N Broadway Ave 158,000.00     0.32         13,920.00    3,095.00           22% 35,130.03                77.8% 122,869.97        8.83$                         

908 N Main 129,900.00     0.28         12,180.00    5,497.00           45% 58,625.64                54.9% 71,274.36           5.85$                         

532 S Market 451,000.00     1.00         43,500.00    23,493.00         54% 243,571.10              46.0% 207,428.90        4.77$                         

402 E 2nd St 1,260,000.00  1.61         70,035.00    38,307.00         55% 689,181.41              45.3% 570,818.59        8.15$                         

215 S Washington 297,000.00     1.12         48,720.00    4,242.00           9% 25,859.48                91.3% 271,140.52        5.57$                         

1125 E Douglas 272,500.00     0.28         12,180.00    8,237.00           68% 184,284.28              32.4% 88,215.72           7.24$                         

Average 532,040.00     1.16         50,286.00    16,163.60         42% 207,081.74              324,958.26        6.71$                         

s/f Public at Union Station

Union Station 274,059       6.71                     1,839,146.82$        

Evaluation of Union Station Proposal 
8/13/14

Page 43
71



8. Catalyst Site 9 
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CATALYST SITES | 7.39  

City Parking Lots at Douglas/Mead  
and Douglas/Mosley 
These two city-owned sites are separated by one block and an 
intervening building but have similar orientation to Douglas.

How the site advances the master plan
Modest in size but significant in visibility, these sites serve as 
key gateways from Douglas into Old Town. New development 
on either or both sites could play a very important role in 
pushing Old Town’s mixed-use vitality to Douglas and across 
Douglas to Old Town South. The Douglas/Mead parking lot 
could play the additional role of facilitating more intensive 
re-use of the prominent former Player Piano building next to 
the Great Plains Transportation Museum. These parking lots 
have played a vital role in Old Town’s revival by providing 
inexpensive, convenient parking, but Old Town has matured 
to a point where it would benefit more from the improved 
walkable frontage along Douglas that new development can 
offer, and it could financially support relocation of the surface 
parking to new public parking structures nearby. 

Context
Adjacent parcels in Old Town contain a variety of primarily 
commercial uses, including office, restaurants and bars. The 
Douglas/Mead lot adjoins the Great Plains Transportation 
Museum, which connects to equipment displays on the railroad 
track level above. Douglas itself makes a transition from five to 
six lanes in front of the parking lots and needs improvements 
to invite safe and walkable connections across to Union 
Station and the rest of Old Town South. In response to these 
conditions, this plan recommends adding a signaled crosswalk 
at Mead and bulb-outs, street trees, and on-street parking 
in place of the fifth and sixth travel lanes at the railroad 
underpass. The historic Union Station and Rock Island Depot 
face the Douglas/Mead lot across Douglas, and the Wichita 
Eagle building faces the Douglas/Mosley lot across Douglas. 

Target program and development approach:
The Vision scenario anticipates ground-level retail/restaurant 
space and upper-floor housing and/or office space on the two 
sites. It also anticipates relocation of the current public park-
ing to one or more new public parking structures nearby (see 
strategic parking locations P11 and P12). A combination of 
these parking structures, additional on-street parking along 
Douglas, and private on-site parking could support the park-
ing needs of new development. Potential scenarios include:

• At the Douglas/Mead lot, approximately 40-45 
dwelling units (or 35,000 square feet of office or 
hotel) above approximately 9,000 square feet of 
retail/restaurant space. Some off-street parking could 
be accommodated behind the retail space. This program 

C
9

Site
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CATALYST SITES | 7.40

does not include potential for associated adaptive reuse of 
upper floors of the former Player Piano building.

• At the Douglas/Mosley lot, approximately 35-40 
dwelling units (or 30,000 square feet of office or 
hotel) above approximately 8,000 square feet of 
retail/restaurant space. 

Timing
Because these sites lie within one of Downtown’s liveliest, 
most walkable areas, and because they benefit from good 
access and visibility, redevelopment criteria and solicitation 
for qualified developers should be prepared and advertised 
promptly, in coordination with plans to relocate the existing 
parking to new public parking facilities. Redevelopment 
possibilities should be discussed on an ongoing basis with 
owners of adjacent parcels to monitor the potential for 
coordinated redevelopment. Ultimately, the sites should be 
redeveloped when market interest emerges. In the near term, 
they will continue to be useful as public parking. 

Quality standards for development and design
New mixed-use development on both sites should meet high 
standards of urban and architectural design, given the loca-
tion on Downtown’s premier walking street in one of its most 
successful retail areas. Building form and composition should 
help frame Douglas Avenue as a public space and should 
complement Union Station and other historic buildings while 
incorporating a distinct, contemporary architectural expres-
sion. Building form and composition should also be consis-
tent with the Architectural Design Guidelines for the Old Town 

District already in force in the area. Significant existing and 
potential pedestrian traffic along Douglas, Mead, Rock Island, 
and Mosley demands special attention be paid to design and 
ground-level programs that enhances walkability. 

Improvements in the sidewalk and other outdoor spaces around 
the site should employ high-quality materials and include 
significant opportunity for outdoor seating, public art, trees, 
pedestrian-scale lighting, and other elements that invite walking.

Development finance strategies
• Encourage market-based office, residential, retail and/

or hotel development that can financially support its 
development costs and potentially a portion of parking 
infrastructure costs. Maximize the city’s return on its land 
contribution. 

• Fund the shared public parking structure and park space 
with bond funds repaid by the added value of nearby new 
and rehabilitated buildings that gain value from the new 
infrastructure.  

• Wichita-based, low-interest, revolving housing 
development loan fund. 

• Seek historic tax credits for adaptive reuse of the Great 
Plains Transportation Museum or other eligible buildings 
nearby. 

• Pursue New Market tax credits and/or a community 
improvement district (CID) for hotel, office and/or retail 
components.

• Leverage existing and planned infrastructure, including 
existing street and utility network, Douglas streetscape 
improvements, the INTRUST Bank Arena, and existing/
expanded Q-Line service.
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Maximizing downtown’s demonstrated 
potential to attract development and provide 
amenities depends on maximizing walkability. 
The priority walking corridors identified in 
the diagram at left are those in which new 
private investment in development and 
public investment in transit, parks, and other 
infrastructure can best work together to 
maximize their benefit to regional economic 
growth and quality of life. While development 
should be welcomed throughout downtown, 
public incentives applied to attract private 
development, as well as public investment 
in public facilities, should be directed to 
the Walkable Development Focus Areas. 
These are indicated as street corridors in 
the diagram but apply to property that has 
significant street frontage in a focus-area 
corridor. Generally, encouraging development 
in the yellow “immediate priority” corridors 
should receive the highest priority. Secondary 
priority should be given to encouraging 
development in the orange “most walkable 
today” and light yellow “longer-term priority” 
corridors. For retail and any other uses 
that perform best in locations with nearly 

continuous 
walkability, the 
arrows indicate 
where these 
can build in 
linear fashion 
upon existing 
(or planned) 
concentrations. 

Walkable Development Focus Areas

Legend
Most walkable today

Immediate priority

Long-term priority

Key growth direction

Active ground use along street

existing street

existing street trees
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10. Old Town South District Framework 
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VISION PLAN | 6.30

 

District Overview
Distinct conditions mark different parts of Old Town 
South. Its Douglas Avenue edge clearly defines the south 
edge of Old Town. Here, Union Station, one of Downtown’s 
most significant historic landmarks, helped jump-start 
Old Town’s revival with its renovation into offices for Cox 
Communications in the 1980s. Now largely vacant as Cox 

seeks to sell it, the property holds strong prospects for 
attracting new commercial uses and pushing Old Town’s 
vibrancy south of Douglas. The historic Rock Island Depot, 
freight depot, and Grand Hotel adjacent to Union Station 
also offer important opportunities for re-occupancy with 
commercial tenants that can restore activity along Douglas. 

Old Town South
Past and present come 
together around some 
of Downtown’s grandest 
historic buildings—and 
sites with the most 
capacity for future 
development
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Further south, Old Town South becomes much less visible 
and accessible, with a limited street grid relieved only 
by Waterman, whose connection west is important but 
compromised by a low railroad overpass. Commercial and 
industrial uses dominate, providing no welcome to Downtown 
at the important gateway along Washington from the Kellogg 
Avenue highway. Compared to other areas of Downtown, 
these areas have few qualities that could draw walkable 
development today. Yet they do represent an important 
long-term development opportunity as redevelopment 
elsewhere in Downtown builds market interest and claims 
other available sites. The Union Station parcel, in fact, offers 
a unique opportunity for any large tenant that wants to locate 
Downtown in the existing station structure and/or in new 
buildings—at 9 acres, the parcel is one of Downtown’s largest, 
and it includes significant unbuilt land south of the station 
building. The Waterman corridor has convenient walking 
access from the Commerce Street Arts District and thus could 
offer an important opportunity for additional low-cost arts 
and commercial space supporting growth of that district. Old 
Town South also has several historic buildings along Mead 
and Waterman streets with untapped potential for adaptive 
reuse that could combine historic tax credits and their own 
historic character to create development value. 

Today: South Mead lacks the walkability and development 
activity that makes it vibrant in Old Town north of Douglas. 

Opportunity: A mix of uses in renovated historic buildings 
and new buildings of compatible character could make Old 
Town South a seamless extension of Old Town.

The Opportunity in The District
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Key Themes
• Revive Union Station, 

adjacent sites, and 
Douglas Avenue with 
office, hotel and/
or other uses. Union 
Station remains one 
of Downtown’s most 
attractive settings for Class 
B office space. Its high 
visibility, accessibility and 
proximity to Old Town and 
the INTRUST Bank Arena 
also gives it—as well as the 
Rock Island Depot, freight 
depots and the Grand 
Hotel, collectively—
good potential for hotel, 
retail, restaurant and 
entertainment uses, 
individually or combined. 
The broad brick drive in 
front of Union Station 
could serve as a public 
plaza enlivened by 

 restaurants, outdoor dining and/or other active uses in the 
Union Station and Rock Island Depot buildings. Housing 
is also a possibility on upper floors of the Grand Hotel or in 
new buildings. Renovation of the Wichita Eagle’s ground-
floor frontage on Douglas Avenue would go a long way 
toward extending walkability east along Douglas from the 
Grand Hotel toward Washington Avenue and the Douglas 
Design District. 

• Add shared parking to support development 
on area blocks and the Douglas edge. Old Town 
South offers important possible locations for new public 
structured parking that could enable more intensive 
redevelopment on vacant portions of the Union Station site 
and/or other nearby parcels, including the public parking 
lots along the north edge of Douglas. Parking lots south of 
Union Station and the Wichita Eagle have both sufficient 
size and accessibility to accommodate parking structures. 

• Create an intermodal transportation hub at Union 
Station. Union Station has the potential to become a rail 
station once again if efforts by the State of Kansas and 
Northern Flyer Alliance confirm its feasibility. Any re-use 
of the building should allow for the possibility of reserving 
a prominent portion of the building facing Douglas Avenue 
to accommodate rail station facilities. With or without 
rail service, Union Station should also be considered 
a potential intermodal hub for Downtown circulator, 
Wichita Transit, regional bus and/or taxi services due to its 
accessibility and potential space for bus bays and public 
parking. 

• Prepare for longer-term redevelopment potential 
along Waterman Street and Washington Avenue. 
Make both thoroughfares more walkable with more street 
trees, better crosswalks, and pedestrian-oriented design 
guidelines that apply to any new or renovated buildings. 
Adjacency to the Commerce Street Arts District and 
Douglas Avenue make both these corridors opportune 
places to extend Downtown’s walkable street network.
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wATERMAN

uniOn 
statiOn

ROcK 
island 
depOt

Two large 
parcels—the 

Union Station 
block and the 

block south of 
Waterman— 

offer a unique 
opportunity for 
a large tenant.

South Mead Street 
lacks the walkability 

and development 
activity that make it 
vibrant in Old Town.

gRand 
HOtel

wicHita 
eagle

The Waterman 
corridor offers a 

key connection to 
the Arena and the 
Commerce Street 

Arts District. 

dOUgLAS AvE

South of Waterman, 
commercial and 
industrial uses 
dominate, providing 
no welcome to 
people arriving in 
Downtown. 

existing conditions
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The broad brick drive in front of 
Union Station serves as a public 

plaza enlivened by restaurants, 
outdoor dining and other active uses 
in the Union Station and Rock Island 

Depot buildings.

With or without rail service, Union 
Station serves as an intermodal hub 
for the Downtown circulator, Wichita 
Transit, and regional bus and/or taxi 
services due to its accessibility and 

space to accommodate bus bays and 
public parking.

Shared parking supports 
development on nearby blocks 

and the Douglas edge.

With high visibility on 
Douglas Avenue, good 
accessibility to Old Town 
and the INTRUST Bank 
Arena, a redeveloped 
Union Station and its 
adjacent parcels support 
offices, hotels, restaurants 
and/or other uses.

Both Waterman and 
Washington are more 
walkable, with improved 
street trees, crosswalks 
and pedestrian-oriented 
design guidelines for new 
or renovated buildings.

community vision
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Page 1 of 23

DATE OF ANALYSIS
TIME OF ANALYSIS
VERSION OF ANALYSIS

PROJECT SUMMARY (no multipliers, no substitution)
  Company Name
  
  Number of new jobs for 20-year period
  Amount of payroll for 20-year period
  Amount of capital investment for 20-year period
      Land
      Buildings
      Machinery and Equipment

INCENTIVE SUMMARY
City Incentives - Wichita
    Tax abatement
    Sales tax exemption
    Forgivable loans
    Infrastructure
    Cash value all other incentives

County Incentives - Sedgwick
    Tax abatement
    Sales tax exemption
    Forgivable loans
    Infrastructure
    Cash value all other incentives

  State Incentives
    Tax abatement
    Sales tax exemption
    Forgivable loans
    Training dollars
    Infrastructure
    Cash value all other incentives

School District Incentives - 259 Wichita 
    Tax abatement

$0
$48,722,899

$0
$36,595,131
$12,127,768

Center for Economic Development and Business Research
Wichita State University

1845 Fairmount St.
Wichita, Kansas 67260-0121

0

12:56 PM
V5

Union Station, LLC

(316) 978-3225

5/27/2014

0
0

5,624,151
5,550,014

5,526,569
5,375,674

150,895
0

5,641,176
4,052,205
1,588,970

0
0
0

74,137
0
0
0

0

594,449
594,449
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DATE OF ANALYSIS
TIME OF ANALYSIS
VERSION OF ANALYSIS

TAX ABATEMENT PARAMETERS
  Real Property
      Number of years
      Percentage
  Personal Property
      Number of years
      Percentage

CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS
    Jobs Multiplier
    Earnings Multiplier

    Direct jobs
    Direct payroll earnings

    Total jobs
    Total payroll earnings

SUBSTITUTION 
  Firm NAICS code

  Substitution percentage applied to firm operations

FIRM MULTIPLIERS (On-going Operations)
  Jobs
  Earnings

ECONOMIC IMPACT OF FIRM OPERATIONS
  Number of jobs 20-year period
    Direct
    Total

  Payroll earnings for 20-year period
    Direct
    Total

1845 Fairmount St.
Wichita, Kansas 67260-0121

(316) 978-3225

5/27/2014

Center for Economic Development and Business Research
Wichita State University

0.0%

0
0.0%

12:56 PM
V5

0

934                                                                                           
$38,629,252

531000 Real estate

100.0%

1.8413
1.6879

507                                                                                           
$22,885,984

-                                                                                            
-                                                                                            

$0

1.2236
1.7005

$0

Evaluation of Union Station Proposal 
8/13/14

Page 56
84



Page 3 of 23

DATE OF ANALYSIS
TIME OF ANALYSIS
VERSION OF ANALYSIS

FISCAL IMPACT
City Fiscal Impacts. - Wichita Discounted
    Present value of net benefits $275,502
    Rate of Return on Investment
        Net public benefits 20-year period $275,502
        Public costs 20-year period $3,600,540
        ROI 7.7%
    Benefit-Cost Ratio
       Public benefits 20-year period $3,876,042
       Public costs 20-year period $3,600,540
       Benefit-Cost Ratio 1.08

City Fiscal Impacts General Fund - Wichita Discounted
    Present value of net benefits $84,864
    Rate of Return on Investment
        Net public benefits 20-year period $84,864
        Public costs 20-year period $2,332,801
        ROI 3.6%
    Benefit-Cost Ratio
       Public benefits 20-year period $2,417,664
       Public costs 20-year period $2,332,801
       Benefit-Cost Ratio 1.04

City Fiscal Impacts Debt Service - Wichita Discounted
    Present value of net benefits $190,638
    Rate of Return on Investment
        Net public benefits 20-year period $190,638
        Public costs 20-year period $1,267,739
        ROI 15.0%
    Benefit-Cost Ratio
       Public benefits 20-year period $1,458,377
       Public costs 20-year period $1,267,739
       Benefit-Cost Ratio 1.15

County Fiscal Impacts. - Sedgwick Discounted
    Present value of net benefits $217,615
    Rate of Return on Investment
        Net public benefits 20-year period $217,615
        Public costs 20-year period $3,638,193
        ROI 6.0%
    Benefit-Cost Ratio
       Public benefits 20-year period $3,855,808
       Public costs 20-year period $3,638,193
       Benefit-Cost Ratio 1.06                                        

(316) 978-3225

5/27/2014
12:56 PM

V5

Center for Economic Development and Business Research
Wichita State University

1845 Fairmount St.
Wichita, Kansas 67260-0121
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FISCAL IMPACT continued
  State Fiscal Impacts Discounted
    Present value of net benefits $2,744,095
    Rate of Return on Investment
        Net public benefits 20-year period $2,744,095
        Public costs 20-year period $4,143,528
        ROI 66.2%
    Benefit-Cost Ratio
       Public benefits 20-year period $6,887,624
       Public costs 20-year period $4,143,528
       Benefit-Cost Ratio 1.66                                        

School District Fiscal Impacts. - 259 Wichita Discounted
    Present value of net benefits $2,364,698
    Rate of Return on Investment
        Net public benefits 20-year period $2,364,698
        Public costs 20-year period $381,984
        ROI 619.1%
    Benefit-Cost Ratio
       Public benefits 20-year period $2,746,682
       Public costs 20-year period $381,984
       Benefit-Cost Ratio 7.19                                        

In the preparation of this report, the Center for Economic Development and Business Research assumed that 
all information and data provided by the applicant or others is accurate and reliable.  CEDBR did not take 
extraordinary steps to verify or audit such information, but relied on such information and data as provided 
for purposes of the project.

This analysis requires CEDBR to make predictive forecasts, estimates and/or projections (hereinafter 
collectively referred to as “FORWARD-LOOKING STATEMENTS”).  These FORWARD-LOOKING 
STATEMENTS are based on information and data provided by others and involve risks, uncertainties and 
assumptions that are difficult to predict.  The FORWARD-LOOKING STATEMENTS should not be 
considered as guarantees or assurances that a certain level of performance will be achieved or that certain 
events will occur.  While CEDBR believes that all FORWARD-LOOKING STATEMENTS it provides are 
reasonable based on the information and data available at the time of writing, actual outcomes and results 
are dependent on a variety of factors and may differ materially from what is expressed or forecast.  CEDBR 
does not assume any responsibility for any and all decisions made or actions taken based upon the 
FORWARD-LOOKING STATEMENTS provided by CEDBR.
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0.00
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1.50

2.00

2.50

2014 2016 2018 2020 2022 2024 2026 2028 2030 2032

Date of Analysis:  5/27/2014 
Version of Analysis:  V5 

Project or Company Name:  Union Station, LLC Center for Economic Development and Business Research 
Wichita State University 

1845 Fairmount St. 
Wichita, Kansas 67260-0121 

(316) 978-3225 City Fiscal Impacts. - Wichita 

Benefit-Cost Ratio Present Value of Net Benefits 

$132,909 
$142,894 
$152,541 
$161,861 
$171,781 
$180,482 
$188,889 
$197,012 
$204,860 
$212,442 
$219,768 
$226,846 
$233,685 
$240,293 
$246,677 
$252,845 
$258,805 
$264,563 
$270,127 
$275,502 

Yr.   1
Yrs. 1-2
Yrs. 1-3
Yrs. 1-4
Yrs. 1-5
Yrs. 1-6
Yrs. 1-7
Yrs. 1-8
Yrs. 1-9
Yrs. 1-10
Yrs. 1-11
Yrs. 1-12
Yrs. 1-13
Yrs. 1-14
Yrs. 1-15
Yrs. 1-16
Yrs. 1-17
Yrs. 1-18
Yrs. 1-19
Yrs. 1-20

Present Value of Net Benefits 
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Date of Analysis:  5/27/2014 
Version of Analysis:  V5 

Project or Company Name:  Union Station, LLC Center for Economic Development and Business Research 
Wichita State University 

1845 Fairmount St. 
Wichita, Kansas 67260-0121 

(316) 978-3225 City Fiscal Impacts General Fund - Wichita 

Benefit-Cost Ratio Present Value of Net Benefits 

-$4,740 
$1,581 
$7,687 
$13,587 
$19,209 
$24,716 
$30,038 
$35,179 
$40,147 
$959,984 
$49,584 
$54,065 
$58,394 
$62,576 
$66,617 
$70,522 
$74,294 
$77,939 
$81,461 
$84,864 

Yr.   1
Yrs. 1-2
Yrs. 1-3
Yrs. 1-4
Yrs. 1-5
Yrs. 1-6
Yrs. 1-7
Yrs. 1-8
Yrs. 1-9
Yrs. 1-10
Yrs. 1-11
Yrs. 1-12
Yrs. 1-13
Yrs. 1-14
Yrs. 1-15
Yrs. 1-16
Yrs. 1-17
Yrs. 1-18
Yrs. 1-19
Yrs. 1-20

Present Value of Net Benefits 
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Date of Analysis:  5/27/2014 
Version of Analysis:  V5 

Project or Company Name:  Union Station, LLC Center for Economic Development and Business Research 
Wichita State University 

1845 Fairmount St. 
Wichita, Kansas 67260-0121 

(316) 978-3225 City Fiscal Impacts Debt Service - Wichita 

Benefit-Cost Ratio Present Value of Net Benefits 

$137,649 
$141,313 
$144,854 
$148,274 
$152,573 
$155,766 
$158,851 
$161,832 
$164,713 
$1,248,369 
$170,184 
$172,782 
$175,292 
$177,717 
$180,060 
$182,323 
$184,511 
$186,624 
$188,666 
$190,638 

Yr.   1
Yrs. 1-2
Yrs. 1-3
Yrs. 1-4
Yrs. 1-5
Yrs. 1-6
Yrs. 1-7
Yrs. 1-8
Yrs. 1-9
Yrs. 1-10
Yrs. 1-11
Yrs. 1-12
Yrs. 1-13
Yrs. 1-14
Yrs. 1-15
Yrs. 1-16
Yrs. 1-17
Yrs. 1-18
Yrs. 1-19
Yrs. 1-20

Present Value of Net Benefits 
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Date of Analysis:  5/27/2014 
Version of Analysis:  V5 

Project or Company Name:  Union Station, LLC Center for Economic Development and Business Research 
Wichita State University 

1845 Fairmount St. 
Wichita, Kansas 67260-0121 

(316) 978-3225 County Fiscal Impacts. - Sedgwick 

Benefit-Cost Ratio Present Value of Net Benefits 

$70,893 
$81,201 
$91,161 
$100,784 
$110,531 
$119,514 
$128,193 
$136,579 
$144,681 
$152,510 
$160,073 
$167,381 
$174,442 
$181,264 
$187,855 
$194,223 
$200,376 
$206,321 
$212,065 
$217,615 

Yr.   1
Yrs. 1-2
Yrs. 1-3
Yrs. 1-4
Yrs. 1-5
Yrs. 1-6
Yrs. 1-7
Yrs. 1-8
Yrs. 1-9
Yrs. 1-10
Yrs. 1-11
Yrs. 1-12
Yrs. 1-13
Yrs. 1-14
Yrs. 1-15
Yrs. 1-16
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Company name or project name Union Station, LLC
Contact name Gary L. Oborny

Contact telephone number 316-262-3331
Contact e-mail address gary@occmgmt.com

Company NAICS Code - Please select a NAICS code from the list provided.  Model 
parameters are set based on the NAICS selected.  531000 Real estate
Substitution Override
Year of application 2014

Street Address
City Wichita
County Sedgwick
School District 259 Wichita 

Expansion #1
Year of expansion 2014
Market value of firm's initial NEW OR ADDITIONAL investment in:

  Land $0
  Building and improvements $4,026,836
  Furniture, fixtures and equipment (including machinery) $1,376,576

Initial construction or expansion:
  Cost of construction at the firm's new or expanded facility $4,644,966
  Amount of taxable construction materials purchased in:

    City $2,160,108
    County (should include city amount) $2,160,108
    State (should include city and county amounts) $2,160,108

  Amount of taxable furniture, fixtures and equipment purchased in:
    City $758,446
    County (should include city amount) $758,446
    State (should include city and county amounts) $758,446

  Total construction salaries $2,484,858

Expansion #2 (if applicable)
Year of expansion 2015
Market value of firm's initial NEW OR ADDITIONAL investment in:

  Land $0
  Building and improvements $32,275,901
  Furniture, fixtures and equipment (including machinery) $10,630,442

Initial construction or expansion:
  Cost of construction at the firm's new or expanded facility $37,016,389
  Amount of taxable construction materials purchased in:

    City $16,810,285
    County (should include city amount) $16,810,285
    State (should include city and county amounts) $16,810,285

  Amount of taxable furniture, fixtures and equipment purchased in:
    City $5,889,954
    County (should include city amount) $5,889,954
    State (should include city and county amounts) $5,889,954

  Total construction salaries $20,206,104

CEDBR-FISCAL IMPACT MODEL FIRM DATA SHEET

COMPANY INFORMATION

SITE LOCATION - If incentives are being requested for more than one physical location, and these locations are in 
different taxing jurisdictions, then a separate firm data sheet must be filled out for each location.  If the property is located 
in a special taxing district or industrial zone, please contact CEDBR.

REAL PROPERTY CONSTRUCTION AND IMPROVEMENTS - If construction is expected to significantly exceed 12-
months allocate expenditures to multiple expansions.
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Expansion #3 (if applicable)
Year of expansion 2019
Market value of firm's initial NEW OR ADDITIONAL investment in:

  Land $0
  Building and improvements $292,394
  Furniture, fixtures and equipment (including machinery) $120,750

Initial construction or expansion:
  Cost of construction at the firm's new or expanded facility $346,619
  Amount of taxable construction materials purchased in:

    City $151,597
    County (should include city amount) $151,597
    State (should include city and county amounts) $151,597

  Amount of taxable furniture, fixtures and equipment purchased in:
    City $66,525
    County (should include city amount) $66,525
    State (should include city and county amounts) $66,525

  Total construction salaries $195,022

Expansion #4 (if applicable)
Year of expansion
Market value of firm's initial NEW OR ADDITIONAL investment in:

  Land
  Building and improvements
  Furniture, fixtures and equipment (including machinery)

Initial construction or expansion:
  Cost of construction at the firm's new or expanded facility
  Amount of taxable construction materials purchased in:

    City
    County (should include city amount)
    State (should include city and county amounts)

  Amount of taxable furniture, fixtures and equipment purchased in:
    City
    County (should include city amount)
    State (should include city and county amounts)

  Total construction salaries

Expansion #5 (if applicable)
Year of expansion
Market value of firm's initial NEW OR ADDITIONAL investment in:

  Land
  Building and improvements
  Furniture, fixtures and equipment (including machinery)

Initial construction or expansion:
  Cost of construction at the firm's new or expanded facility
  Amount of taxable construction materials purchased in:

    City
    County (should include city amount)
    State (should include city and county amounts)

  Amount of taxable furniture, fixtures and equipment purchased in:
    City
    County (should include city amount)
    State (should include city and county amounts)

  Total construction salaries
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Expansion #6 (if applicable)
Year of expansion
Market value of firm's initial NEW OR ADDITIONAL investment in:

  Land
  Building and improvements
  Furniture, fixtures and equipment (including machinery)

Initial construction or expansion:
  Cost of construction at the firm's new or expanded facility
  Amount of taxable construction materials purchased in:

    City
    County (should include city amount)
    State (should include city and county amounts)

  Amount of taxable furniture, fixtures and equipment purchased in:
    City
    County (should include city amount)
    State (should include city and county amounts)

  Total construction salaries

Expansion #7 (if applicable)
Year of expansion
Market value of firm's initial NEW OR ADDITIONAL investment in:

  Land
  Building and improvements
  Furniture, fixtures and equipment (including machinery)

Initial construction or expansion:
  Cost of construction at the firm's new or expanded facility
  Amount of taxable construction materials purchased in:

    City
    County (should include city amount)
    State (should include city and county amounts)

  Amount of taxable furniture, fixtures and equipment purchased in:
    City
    County (should include city amount)
    State (should include city and county amounts)

  Total construction salaries

Expansion #8 (if applicable)
Year of expansion
Market value of firm's initial NEW OR ADDITIONAL investment in:

  Land
  Building and improvements
  Furniture, fixtures and equipment (including machinery)

Initial construction or expansion:
  Cost of construction at the firm's new or expanded facility
  Amount of taxable construction materials purchased in:

    City
    County (should include city amount)
    State (should include city and county amounts)

  Amount of taxable furniture, fixtures and equipment purchased in:
    City
    County (should include city amount)
    State (should include city and county amounts)

  Total construction salaries
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Expansion #9 (if applicable)
Year of expansion
Market value of firm's initial NEW OR ADDITIONAL investment in:

  Land
  Building and improvements
  Furniture, fixtures and equipment (including machinery)

Initial construction or expansion:
  Cost of construction at the firm's new or expanded facility
  Amount of taxable construction materials purchased in:

    City
    County (should include city amount)
    State (should include city and county amounts)

  Amount of taxable furniture, fixtures and equipment purchased in:
    City
    County (should include city amount)
    State (should include city and county amounts)

  Total construction salaries

First Year of Full Operations As a Result of This Project 2015

New or additional sales of the firm related to this project
Year 1
Year 2
Year 3
Year 4
Year 5
Year 6
Year 7
Year 8
Year 9
Year 10
Year 11
Year 12
Year 13
Year 14
Year 15
Year 16
Year 17
Year 18
Year 19
Year 20

Percent of these sales subject to sales taxes in the:
    City
    County
    State

Annual net taxable income, as a percent of sales, on which state corporate income taxes 
will be computed:

OPERATIONS
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New or additional purchases of the firm related to this project
Year 1
Year 2
Year 3
Year 4
Year 5
Year 6
Year 7
Year 8
Year 9
Year 10
Year 11
Year 12
Year 13
Year 14
Year 15
Year 16
Year 17
Year 18
Year 19
Year 20

Percent of these purchases subject to sales/compensating use taxes in the:
    City
    County
    State

Number of NEW employees to be hired each year as a result of this project
Year 1
Year 2
Year 3
Year 4
Year 5
Year 6
Year 7
Year 8
Year 9
Year 10
Year 11
Year 12
Year 13
Year 14
Year 15
Year 16
Year 17
Year 18
Year 19
Year 20

EMPLOYMENT
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Number of these employees moving to county each year FROM OUT-OF-STATE
Year 1
Year 2
Year 3
Year 4
Year 5
Year 6
Year 7
Year 8
Year 9
Year 10
Year 11
Year 12
Year 13
Year 14
Year 15
Year 16
Year 17
Year 18
Year 19
Year 20

Number of these employees moving to county each year FROM OTHER KANSAS COUNTIES
Year 1
Year 2
Year 3
Year 4
Year 5
Year 6
Year 7
Year 8
Year 9
Year 10
Year 11
Year 12
Year 13
Year 14
Year 15
Year 16
Year 17
Year 18
Year 19
Year 20
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Weighted average annual salary of all NEW employees, including all employees hired to date, related to this project
Year 1
Year 2
Year 3
Year 4
Year 5
Year 6
Year 7
Year 8
Year 9
Year 10
Year 11
Year 12
Year 13
Year 14
Year 15
Year 16
Year 17
Year 18
Year 19
Year 20

Number of ADDITIONAL out-of-county visitors expected at the firm as a result of this project
Year 1
Year 2
Year 3
Year 4
Year 5
Year 6
Year 7
Year 8
Year 9
Year 10
Year 11
Year 12
Year 13
Year 14
Year 15
Year 16
Year 17
Year 18
Year 19
Year 20

Number of days that each visitor will stay in the area
Number of nights that a typical visitor will stay in a local hotel or motel

Percentage of visitors traveling on business
Percentage of visitors traveling for leisure

Percentage of visitor's expenditures spent in the same city as firm's location
Percentage of visitor's expenditures spent in the same county as firm's location
Percentage of visitor's expenditures spent in Kansas

VISITORS - Include customers, vendors and company employees from other locations in the count of visitors
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Firm payments to the City
Year 1
Year 2
Year 3
Year 4
Year 5
Year 6
Year 7
Year 8
Year 9
Year 10
Year 11
Year 12
Year 13
Year 14
Year 15
Year 16
Year 17
Year 18
Year 19
Year 20

Firm payments to the County
Year 1
Year 2
Year 3
Year 4
Year 5
Year 6
Year 7
Year 8
Year 9
Year 10
Year 11
Year 12
Year 13
Year 14
Year 15
Year 16
Year 17
Year 18
Year 19
Year 20

PAYMENT BY THE COMPANY TO TAXINING JURISTICTIONS - Such as payments in lieu of taxes
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Firm payments to the State of Kansas
Year 1
Year 2
Year 3
Year 4
Year 5
Year 6
Year 7
Year 8
Year 9
Year 10
Year 11
Year 12
Year 13
Year 14
Year 15
Year 16
Year 17
Year 18
Year 19
Year 20

Firm payments to the School District
Year 1
Year 2
Year 3
Year 4
Year 5
Year 6
Year 7
Year 8
Year 9
Year 10
Year 11
Year 12
Year 13
Year 14
Year 15
Year 16
Year 17
Year 18
Year 19
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Contact name
Contact telephone number
Contact e-mail address

Sales tax exemption EXPANSION #1 (please enter yes or no) Yes
Percent of construction material costs funded by IRB for EXPANSION #1 100.0%
Sales tax exemption EXPANSION #2 (please enter yes or no) Yes
Percent of construction material costs funded by IRB for EXPANSION #2 100.0%
Sales tax exemption EXPANSION #3 (please enter yes or no) Yes
Percent of construction material costs funded by IRB for EXPANSION #3 100.0%
Sales tax exemption EXPANSION #4 (please enter yes or no) No
Percent of construction material costs funded by IRB for EXPANSION #4 0.0%
Sales tax exemption EXPANSION #5 (please enter yes or no) No
Percent of construction material costs funded by IRB for EXPANSION #5 0.0%
Sales tax exemption EXPANSION #6 (please enter yes or no) No
Percent of construction material costs funded by IRB for EXPANSION #6 0.0%
Sales tax exemption EXPANSION #7 (please enter yes or no) No
Percent of construction material costs funded by IRB for EXPANSION #7 0.0%
Sales tax exemption EXPANSION #8 (please enter yes or no) No
Percent of construction material costs funded by IRB for EXPANSION #8 0.0%
Sales tax exemption EXPANSION #9 (please enter yes or no) No
Percent of construction material costs funded by IRB for EXPANSION #9 0.0%

  Year 1 $0
  Year 2 $0
  Year 3 $0
  Year 4 $0
  Year 5 $0
  Year 6 $0
  Year 7 $0
  Year 8 $0
  Year 9 $0
  Year 10 $0
  Year 11 $0
  Year 12 $0
  Year 13 $0
  Year 14 $0
  Year 15 $0
  Year 16 $0
  Year 17 $0
  Year 18 $0
  Year 19 $0
  Year 20 $0

Value of sales tax exemption for OPERATIONS -- CITY

CEDBR-FISCAL IMPACT MODEL INCENTIVE INFORMATION

CONTACT INFORMATION FOR CEDBR REGARDING INCENTIVE AMOUNTS

SALES TAX EXEMPTION ON CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS

SALES TAX EXEMPTION FOR OPERATIONS
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  Year 1 $0
  Year 2 $0
  Year 3 $0
  Year 4 $0
  Year 5 $0
  Year 6 $0
  Year 7 $0
  Year 8 $0
  Year 9 $0
  Year 10 $0
  Year 11 $0
  Year 12 $0
  Year 13 $0
  Year 14 $0
  Year 15 $0
  Year 16 $0
  Year 17 $0
  Year 18 $0
  Year 19 $0
  Year 20 $0

  Year 1 $0
  Year 2 $0
  Year 3 $0
  Year 4 $0
  Year 5 $0
  Year 6 $0
  Year 7 $0
  Year 8 $0
  Year 9 $0
  Year 10 $0
  Year 11 $0
  Year 12 $0
  Year 13 $0
  Year 14 $0
  Year 15 $0
  Year 16 $0
  Year 17 $0
  Year 18 $0
  Year 19 $0
  Year 20 $0

Value of sales tax exemption for OPERATIONS -- STATE

Value of sales tax exemption for OPERATIONS -- COUNTY
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Base Assessment Value $375,000
Percentage of Incremental Value Rebated to the Developer 100.0%
Number of Years in the Incremental Value Rebate Period 20

  Year 1 $375,000
  Year 2 $375,000
  Year 3 $1,004,240
  Year 4 $3,015,838
  Year 5 $4,845,209
  Year 6 $7,502,482
  Year 7 $9,796,000
  Year 8 $11,516,150
  Year 9 $11,746,473
  Year 10 $11,981,402
  Year 11 $12,221,030
  Year 12 $12,465,451
  Year 13 $12,714,760
  Year 14 $12,969,055
  Year 15 $13,228,436
  Year 16 $13,493,005
  Year 17 $13,762,865
  Year 18 $14,038,123
  Year 19 $14,318,885
  Year 20 $14,605,263

    Number of Years 0
    Percentage 0.0%

    Number of Years 0
    Percentage 0.0%

  Year 1 $0
  Year 2 $0
  Year 3 $0
  Year 4 $0
  Year 5 $0
  Year 6 $0
  Year 7 $0
  Year 8 $0
  Year 9 $0
  Year 10 $0
  Year 11 $0
  Year 12 $0
  Year 13 $0
  Year 14 $0
  Year 15 $0
  Year 16 $0
  Year 17 $0
  Year 18 $0
  Year 19 $0
  Year 20 $0

Property tax abatement - Real property land and buildings

Property tax abatement - Machinery and equipment

PROPERTY TAX ABATEMENT 

TAX INCREMENT FINANCING
Pay as You Go Tax Increment Financing

Projected Assessment Value (If projected assesments are not provided, analysis is based on capital 
investment)

Forgivable loans (cash value) -- CITY
FORGIVABLE LOANS - Cash value
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  Year 1 $0
  Year 2 $0
  Year 3 $0
  Year 4 $0
  Year 5 $0
  Year 6 $0
  Year 7 $0
  Year 8 $0
  Year 9 $0
  Year 10 $0
  Year 11 $0
  Year 12 $0
  Year 13 $0
  Year 14 $0
  Year 15 $0
  Year 16 $0
  Year 17 $0
  Year 18 $0
  Year 19 $0
  Year 20 $0

  Year 1 $0
  Year 2 $0
  Year 3 $0
  Year 4 $0
  Year 5 $0
  Year 6 $0
  Year 7 $0
  Year 8 $0
  Year 9 $0
  Year 10 $0
  Year 11 $0
  Year 12 $0
  Year 13 $0
  Year 14 $0
  Year 15 $0
  Year 16 $0
  Year 17 $0
  Year 18 $0
  Year 19 $0
  Year 20 $0

  Year 1 $0
  Year 2 $0
  Year 3 $0
  Year 4 $0
  Year 5 $0
  Year 6 $0
  Year 7 $0
  Year 8 $0
  Year 9 $0
  Year 10 $0
  Year 11 $0
  Year 12 $0
  Year 13 $0
  Year 14 $0
  Year 15 $0
  Year 16 $0
  Year 17 $0
  Year 18 $0
  Year 19 $0
  Year 20 $0

Forgivable loans (cash value) -- COUNTY

Forgivable loans (cash value) -- STATE

  Training dollars KIT/KER/IMPACT (cash value)
STATE TRAINING DOLLARS 
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  Year 1 $0
  Year 2 $0
  Year 3 $0
  Year 4 $0
  Year 5 $0
  Year 6 $0
  Year 7 $0
  Year 8 $0
  Year 9 $0
  Year 10 $0
  Year 11 $0
  Year 12 $0
  Year 13 $0
  Year 14 $0
  Year 15 $0
  Year 16 $0
  Year 17 $0
  Year 18 $0
  Year 19 $0
  Year 20 $0

  Year 1 $0
  Year 2 $0
  Year 3 $0
  Year 4 $0
  Year 5 $0
  Year 6 $0
  Year 7 $0
  Year 8 $0
  Year 9 $0
  Year 10 $0
  Year 11 $0
  Year 12 $0
  Year 13 $0
  Year 14 $0
  Year 15 $0
  Year 16 $0
  Year 17 $0
  Year 18 $0
  Year 19 $0
  Year 20 $0

  Year 1 $0
  Year 2 $0
  Year 3 $0
  Year 4 $0
  Year 5 $0
  Year 6 $0
  Year 7 $0
  Year 8 $0
  Year 9 $0
  Year 10 $0
  Year 11 $0
  Year 12 $0
  Year 13 $0
  Year 14 $0
  Year 15 $0
  Year 16 $0
  Year 17 $0
  Year 18 $0
  Year 19 $0
  Year 20 $0

Infrastructure improvements (cash value) -- CITY

Infrastructure improvements (cash value) -- STATE

Infrastructure improvements (cash value) -- COUNTY

INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS 
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  Year 1 $0
  Year 2 $0
  Year 3 $0
  Year 4 $0
  Year 5 $0
  Year 6 $0
  Year 7 $0
  Year 8 $0
  Year 9 $0
  Year 10 $0
  Year 11 $0
  Year 12 $0
  Year 13 $0
  Year 14 $0
  Year 15 $0
  Year 16 $0
  Year 17 $0
  Year 18 $0
  Year 19 $0
  Year 20 $0

  Year 1 $0
  Year 2 $0
  Year 3 $0
  Year 4 $0
  Year 5 $0
  Year 6 $0
  Year 7 $0
  Year 8 $0
  Year 9 $0
  Year 10 $0
  Year 11 $0
  Year 12 $0
  Year 13 $0
  Year 14 $0
  Year 15 $0
  Year 16 $0
  Year 17 $0
  Year 18 $0
  Year 19 $0
  Year 20 $0

  Year 1 $0
  Year 2 $0
  Year 3 $0
  Year 4 $0
  Year 5 $0
  Year 6 $0
  Year 7 $0
  Year 8 $0
  Year 9 $0
  Year 10 $0
  Year 11 $0
  Year 12 $0
  Year 13 $0
  Year 14 $0
  Year 15 $0
  Year 16 $0
  Year 17 $0
  Year 18 $0
  Year 19 $0
  Year 20 $0

Cash value of all other incentives -- STATE

OTHER INVENTIVES - Cash value
Cash value of all other incentives -- CITY

Cash value of all other incentives -- COUNTY
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12. Office and Hotel Market Analysis 
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INTRODUCTION 
 

STUDY PURPOSE 
 
This office and hotel market analysis was conducted to inform the Downtown 
Wichita Master Plan process.  The Downtown Master Plan Area is depicted in Figure 
I-1.  The market analysis summarizes office and hotel development potential over 
the next 10 years and the conditions necessary to capture the market 
opportunities.  
 

FIGURE I-1 
DOWNTOWN MASTER PLAN AREA 

 
Source:  Goody Clancy Associates
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PROCESS 
 
Three sources of information were applied in the market analyses.  The first source 
was W-ZHA fieldwork where existing supply and competitive market area 
evaluations took place.  Data from third party sources was used to understand 
existing conditions and future opportunities.  The major sources of this information 
were as follows: 
 

 Employment Trends and Projections by Industry:  Moody’s 
economy.com and the Bureau of Economic Analysis 

 Office Supply Data:  Grubb & Ellis/ Martens Commercial Group; JP 
Weigand & Sons, Inc. 

 Hotel Performance Data:  Go Wichita!; Smith Travel Research 
 

In addition to analyzing market data, W-ZHA conducted numerous interviews with 
real estate brokers, property managers, land owners, and developers.  These 
person-to-person and telephone interviews provided valuable insights into the 
nuances of the office and hotel markets.   

 
OFFICE MARKET 

 
MARKET CONTEXT 
 
Notwithstanding the current national economic downturn, Sedgwick County 
maintains a positive economic outlook.  As shown in the following table, Sedgwick 
County has grown at an annualized rate of 1.2 percent per year since 1990.  This 
growth has been driven primarily by professional service sectors, which have more 
than offset declines in manufacturing sectors. 
  
These trends are expected to continue.  As shown, manufacturing is expected to 
experience continuing employment declines, while growth in service sectors such as 
health care, leisure and hospitality, and business services will outpace overall 
employment growth.   
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TABLE II-1 

Growth Rates
1990 2000 2008 2010 2020 90-'08 08-'20

Total Nonfarm 217.09 257.50 268.17 257.82 283.87 1.2% 0.5%
Natural Resources & Mining 1.60 1.11 1.25 1.08 0.98 -1.3% -2.0%
Construction 8.94 12.59 13.06 12.69 13.03 2.1% 0.0%
Manufacturing 59.38 66.74 61.11 50.26 52.81 0.2% -1.2%

Textile Mills 11.55 13.76 0.05 0.07 0.06 -25.7% 1.3%
Transportation Equipment Manufacturing 38.69 43.05 40.74 32.01 32.17 0.3% -1.9%

Wholesale Trade 9.24 11.06 10.45 10.48 11.84 0.7% 1.0%
Retail Trade 24.94 26.95 28.11 27.23 30.50 0.7% 0.7%
Transportation, Warehousing, & Utilities 6.31 6.69 7.67 7.78 7.38 1.1% -0.3%
Information 5.22 5.27 5.80 5.01 4.64 0.6% -1.9%
Financial Activities 10.61 10.97 10.14 10.21 10.88 -0.3% 0.6%

Finance and Insurance 7.57 7.81 6.91 6.94 7.48 -0.5% 0.7%
Real Estate and Rental and Leasing 3.04 3.17 3.23 3.27 3.41 0.3% 0.4%

Professional & Business Services 17.76 26.23 29.45 29.48 34.49 2.8% 1.3%
Professional, Scientific, and Technical Services 7.37 8.71 8.11 8.15 8.72 0.5% 0.6%
Management of Companies and Enterprises 3.93 2.45 3.30 3.35 3.24 -1.0% -0.2%
Admin/Support/Waste Mgt/Remediation 6.47 15.06 18.04 17.99 22.54 5.9% 1.9%

Education & Health Services 22.67 30.32 36.34 38.14 44.52 2.7% 1.7%
Health Care and Social Assistance 20.66 26.68 31.08 32.64 38.54 2.3% 1.8%

Leisure & Hospitality 19.54 22.85 24.48 25.22 30.25 1.3% 1.8%
Other Services (except Public Administration) 7.36 9.09 9.74 9.44 10.31 1.6% 0.5%
Government 23.52 27.63 30.57 30.79 32.24 1.5% 0.4%

Total Local Government 14.97 18.37 20.54 20.43 21.98 1.8% 0.6%

Source:  economy.com

SEDGWICK COUNTY EMPLOYMENT TRENDS AND FORECASTS:  1990-2020
Avg. Ann

 
 

 
OVERVIEW OF EXISTING MARKET CONDITIONS 
 
Downtown contains approximately 5 million square feet of public and private office 
space.  Downtown is the office hub of the Wichita Metropolitan Area.  
Approximately two-thirds of the Downtown office space is for-rent office in multi-
tenant buildings.  Owner occupied office space represents 20 percent of the office 
supply with the remaining office housing public sector employees. 
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FIGURE II-1 
DOWNTOWN OFFICE SPACE BY TYPE 

 
 

 
 
Source:  Wichita Downtown Development Corporation; Grubb & Ellis/Martens Commercial Group 

 
 
Downtown Wichita contains approximately 3.1 million square feet of private, multi-
tenant office space.  This represents 42 percent of the multi-tenant office supply in 
the overall Wichita office market. 
 
 

FIGURE II-2 
MULTI-TENANT OFFICE SPACE BY LOCATION 

 

Downtown Wichita
42%

Suburbs
58%

 
Source:  Wichita Downtown Development Corporation; Grubb & Ellis/Martens Commercial Group 

 
 
In Downtown Wichita, the vacancy rate among multi-tenant office buildings is 
estimated at 21.4 percent, as compared with 10.8 percent in suburban markets and 
15.3 percent in the overall Wichita market. 

Public-Sector
16%

Owner-Occupied
20%Multi-Tenant

64%
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TABLE II-2 

Downtown Suburban Total

Total 3,133,000 4,251,000 7,384,000
Available 21.4% 10.8% 15.3%
Occupied 2,463,000 3,793,000 6,256,000

Source:  Grubb & Ellis/Martens Commercial Group

OFFICE MARKET SUMMARY
SELECTED WICHITA MARKETS, Yr-end 2008

 
 
 
Despite the relatively high overall Downtown vacancy rate, vacancy among Class-A 
multi-tenant office buildings is low.  Downtown’s supply of Class-A office space 
includes 1.06 million square feet in five buildings.1  Among these buildings, the 
vacancy rate currently stands at just 5.6 percent, and these buildings can 
accommodate only two or three tenants seeking contiguous blocks of 15,000 
square feet or more. 
 
Gross lease rates in these Class A buildings generally range from $14 to $16 per 
square foot.  Class A buildings in the suburbs command gross rents in excess of 
$20 per square foot; the Downtown market has not penetrated this price tier. 
 
 
 
 
 

                                       
1 Various sources offer definitions of the Class-A market that vary from three to five buildings, and 
roughly 900,000 to 1.1 million sq. ft. 
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TABLE II-3 

Downtown 1/ Suburban 2/

Class-A 1,063,000 n/a
Available 5.6% 11-13.5%
Occupied 1,003,860 n/a

Avg. Class-A Lease Rate 3/ $14-$16 $18-$25
  (per sq. ft. full-service)

1/ Downtown supply and availability calculated based on
   compilations of individual building data reported by JP
   Weigand & Sons, Inc.  As adjusted by W-ZHA, LLC, Class-A supply
   includes space in the Farm Credit Building, Epic Center, Bank
   of American Building, Riverview, and River Place buildings.

2/ While not officially available, Suburban Class-A space amounts
    to approximately 1.2 million square feet.  Vacancy rate range
    incorporates data furnished for individual submarkets by
    JP Weigand & Sons, Inc.

3/ Lease rate data provided by interviews with commercial real
   brokers as well as data provided by JP Weigand & Sons, Inc.

Source:  JP Weigand & Sons, Inc.; Grubb & Ellis/Martens
             Commercial Group; W-ZHA field survey.

COMPARATIVE CLASS-A OFFICE INDICATORS

 
 

 
In contrast to the Class-A multi-tenant office market, vacancies in the Downtown 
Class B and Class-C multi-tenant office buildings approximate 20 and 50 percent, 
respectively (JP Weigand & Sons, Inc.).  The overall vacancy rate in non-Class-A 
properties is estimated at 29.5 percent.  
 
The overall Wichita market features a similar pattern; data furnished by JP Weigand 
& Sons, Inc. shows Class-B and Class-C vacancies in the overall market at 16 
percent and 38.4 percent, respectively. 
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DOWNTOWN AND SUBURBAN MARKET COMPARISONS 
 
The following describes prevailing competitive market trends and factors in 
Wichita’s Downtown and suburban office markets. 

Declining Downtown Market Share:  As shown in Tables II-4 and II-5 below, in 
recent decades Downtown’s share of the overall Wichita office market has declined.  
While Sedgwick County employment has grown (see Table II-1), since 1990 
demand for new office space has been met primarily by new supply in the suburban 
office submarkets.   
 
Since 1987, no Class-A office buildings have been added Downtown.  Overall, the 
supply of office space has changed little in the Downtown market since 1990; in 
fact, since 2000, Downtown Wichita’s total occupied office space has declined, at a 
compounded rate of roughly 1 percent per year. 
 
During this same time frame, occupied suburban office space has increased from 
roughly 2.9 million square feet to 4.25 million square feet, at a rate of nearly 5 
percent per year. 
 

TABLE II-4 

Year Total Vacant Occupied Total Vacant Occupied

2000 3,409 21.2% 2,687 2,892 13.8% 2,494
2001 3,228 23.8% 2,460 3,246 15.9% 2,731
2002 3,576 26.2% 2,638 3,816 18.9% 3,096
2003 3,960 24.8% 2,977 4,060 18.0% 3,329
2004 3,973 24.3% 3,009 4,036 14.4% 3,454
2005 3,815 24.3% 2,889 4,072 15.2% 3,453
2006 3,486 22.5% 2,701 3,804 14.0% 3,273
2007 3,247 25.6% 2,417 3,815 11.7% 3,370
2008 3,133 21.4% 2,463 4,251 10.8% 3,793

Total Increas (276) (224) 1,359 1,299

CAGR* -1.0% -1.1% 4.9% 5.4%

* "CAGR" = compounded annual growth rate.

Source:  Grubb & Ellis/Martens Commercial Group; W-ZHA LLC.

CBD Office Space Suburban Office Space

COMPARATIVE GROWTH RATES
DOWNTOWN vs. SUBURBAN OFFICE MARKETS (000s of sq. ft.)
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As a result of these trends, Downtown’s share of the Wichita office market has 
fallen from 63.5 percent in 1991 to 49.5 percent in 2000, and 41.7 percent in 
2008.2 
 

 
TABLE II-5 

Downtown Suburban

1991 63.5% 36.5%

2000 49.5% 50.5%

2008 41.7% 58.3%

Source:  JP Weigand & Sons, Inc.

DOWNTOWN vs. SUBURBAN MARKET SHARES:  1991-2008

 
 

FIGURE II-3 
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2 Data prior to 2000 are not available from Grubb & Ellis/Martens Commercial Group.  Table II-5 and 
Figure II-1 are based on data provided by JP Weigand & Sons, Inc. 
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Among suburban locations, the Northeast district has captured the dominant share 
of new office development.  The Southeast sector also reports relatively low 
vacancy rates, but outside the Northeast submarket, since 2000 only two suburban 
office buildings (excluding owner occupied and medical buildings) with more than 
25,000 square feet have been built.   
 
Gross lease rates for Class-A space in the Northeast submarket range from roughly 
$20 to $26 per square foot.  In comparison, as noted earlier, lease rates for most 
Downtown Class-A space ranges from roughly $14 to $16 per square foot.  

Competitive Market Factors:  In seeking to increase Downtown office tenancies, the 
following factors play key roles:  
 

Parking:  Downtown’s five Class-A buildings maintain high occupancies.  Of 
these five buildings, four are located outside the core of Downtown.  Most of 
the Downtown Class-A multi-tenant office buildings offer suburban-style 
arrangements featuring dedicated, ample and free parking in both surface 
lots and attached parking structures.  The remaining Class-A building is the 
Bank of America building at Broadway and Douglas Avenue, which also offers 
parking.  Where access to parking is constrained, in most cases Downtown 
buildings have sustained high vacancy rates.   
 
Space Availability:  The unavailability of high-quality office space has 
contributed to several recent corporate relocations from Downtown to 
suburban Wichita.  As noted earlier, at this time the existing Downtown office 
market would be able to accommodate no more than two to three tenants 
seeking relatively large amount (e.g. 15,000 square feet) of contiguous 
space.  Thus, as existing Downtown tenants grow and require more space, 
the Downtown may not be able to accommodate their demand; suburban 
locations may provide the only option.   
 
Quality of Supply:  The Epic Center, Farm Credit Building, Riverview Plaza 
and River Park Place were all constructed in the 1980s; the Bank of America 
Center opened in 1974 but has undergone substantial renovations.  While the 
newest among the supply of office buildings in the Downtown, these 
buildings are twenty years old.  Newly constructed office buildings are better 
tailored for today’s business operations.  The lack of new, quality office space 
has made it difficult to discern whether the Downtown’s rental rate of $14 to 
$16 per square foot is a function of lack of demand or a function of relatively 
weak supply. 
 
Price:  At this time, Downtown Class-A space is highly competitive on price; 
its $14 to $16 lease rates are considerably lower than suburban Class-A 
rates, which frequently exceed $20.  For many Class-A tenants, however, the 
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Downtown’s price advantage is offset by the lack of quality space Downtown 
and, in turn, the sense that Downtown is not the premiere office location in 
the metro area.  New construction requires rents in excess of $20 per square 
foot. 
 
Urban Environment:  While Downtown Wichita has sustained a long-term 
decline, recent successes such as the revitalization of Old Town, the 
expansion of Airbus in the Downtown, the 50,000 square foot High Touch 
lease, new residential developments, and the opening of the INTRUST Bank 
Arena have restored a sense of vitality.  The Downtown has the potential to 
bolster its competitive position as the region’s urban center to the extent that 
it can offer an attractive, mixed-use walkable environment.  Downtown must 
enhance its retail, restaurant, cultural, entertainment and other leisure-
oriented amenities to become a more competitive office location.  Forging 
attractive, walkable, mixed-use environments will differentiate the Downtown 
in the marketplace. 
 
Labor Proximity:  Wichita’s upscale suburban neighborhoods are located 
primarily in its eastern and (increasingly) western suburban areas.  Office 
development has followed the labor market to the suburbs.  However, as the 
labor market has spread across the metro market to both the east and the 
west, Downtown’s central location is a major market advantage.   

 
DOWNTOWN OFFICE MARKET OUTLOOK AND PROJECTION 
 
In projecting a likely range of new office development,3 this analysis generates two 
“market-based” forecasts, including (1) a conservative scenario, based primarily on 
prevailing trends, (2) a slightly more aggressive scenario, which envisions the 
potential that can be reasonably anticipated if conditions evolve as prescribed in 
this Downtown Master Plan. Market-based forecasts apply the following 
methodology: 
 
Employment growth:  Office tenancies are driven by employment.  In many 
markets, the appropriate employment indicator focuses on the region’s “office-
inclined” industrial sectors, which include categories such as financial activities, 
professional services, management and a few others.   
 
In this analysis, however, overall non-farm employment provides the appropriate 
indicator.  There are two reasons for this.  First, Wichita’s tenants include a 
relatively high representation of corporate businesses that do not fall within “office-
inclined” categories.  For instance, in recent years, major leasing transactions have 

                                       
3 Projections are for net new multi-tenant office space.  Thus, where existing buildings are demolished 
or converted to other uses, new development activity will exceed the projections for net new space. 
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involved companies such as Cessna Finance, Airbus, Cargill, Westar Energy and 
High Touch.   
 
The second reason for focusing on overall non-farm employment is simply that in 
Wichita this has historically been a more accurate indicator.  As shown in Table II-6 
and Figure II-2 below, from 1990 to 2008, office-inclined employment grew very 
slowly, at a compounded rate of 0.1 percent per year.  In comparison, overall 
employment increased at a compounded rate of 1.2 percent per year.  During this 
same time span, office supply increased at the considerably higher rate of 2.3 
percent per year.  This office growth rate considerably exceeded even the overall 
employment as well as office-inclined employment growth, but between the two 
indicators, overall employment has historically served as the more accurate tracker 
of office development activity. 
 

TABLE II-6 

1990 2000 2008 2009 2010 2020 90-'08 09-'20

Office-Inclined Sectors 23.67 24.14 23.89 23.94 24.02 25.53 0.1% 0.6%
Financial Activities 10.61 10.97 10.14 10.20 10.21 10.88 -0.3% 0.6%
Professional, Scientific, and Technical Services 7.37 8.71 8.11 8.10 8.15 8.72 0.5% 0.7%
Management of Companies and Enterprises 3.93 2.45 3.30 3.32 3.35 3.24 -1.0% -0.2%
Religious, Grantmaking, Civic,  & Prof. Org. 1.76 2.00 2.34 2.32 2.31 2.69 1.6% 1.4%

Total Non-Farm Employment 217.09 257.50 268.17 262.04 257.82 283.87 1.2% 0.7%

Office Space (000s sq. ft.) 6,552 8,989 9,834 -- -- -- 2.3% --

Source:  economy.com; W-ZHA, LLC; JP Weigand & Sons, Inc.

CAGR

SEDGWICK COUNTY EMPLOYMENT BY SELECTED INDUSTRY SECTORS
TRENDS AND PROJECTIONS:  1990-2020

 
 

FIGURE II-4 

Sedgwick Co. Employment v. Office Supply
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Based on the foregoing, office market growth is projected using compounded 
annual growth factors of .73 percent to 1.18 percent.  The lower figure is the 
employment growth rate forecasted by Moody’s economy.com, a nationally 
recognized economic consulting firm; the higher figure is the past growth rate 
achieved from 1990 to 2008.  This higher figure is selected as a “reasonable” figure 
based on past performance in Sedgwick County (see Table II-1 above), and also 
takes into consideration the historical, macro-economic perspective that since 
1960, national non-farm employment has grown at a compounded rate of 1.95 
percent.   
 
Occupied Office Space Growth and Downtown Share:  Applying these growth rates 
to Wichita’s current supply of occupied multi-tenant office space, the resulting 
increase over ten years would range from 472,000 to 779,000 square feet of multi-
tenant space, as shown in Table II-7 below.  Under the conservative scenario, the 
assumption is that Downtown would maintain its current share (42 percent) of the 
overall Wichita market’s office supply.  Under the more aggressive scenario, the 
assumption is that Downtown would capture 47 percent of new growth and begin to 
recapture a fairly small portion of its recently-lost market share.  Applying these 
calculations, Downtown would support roughly 198,000 to 366,000 square feet of 
new space.   
 
Approximately 25 percent of Downtown office space is owner-occupied space.  
Applying this ratio to the multi-tenant office potential results in a market for 
between 247,800 and 457,500 square feet of office space Downtown. 
 
A portion of this market demand will be captured in existing space.  Today, there is 
excess vacancy in the Class B office supply Downtown.  Assuming a stabilized 
occupancy of 85 percent among Class B buildings, approximately 75,000 square 
feet of new demand will be captured in existing buildings.  The net demand for new 
office space is, thus, 172,800 to 382,500 square feet. 
 
New Development:  The 172,800 to 382,500 square foot range represents just the 
occupied portion of new office development.  Assuming a stabilized vacancy rate of 
93 percent, actual development would range from 186,000 to 411,000 net square 
feet.  From a development perspective, this translates into approximately 220,000 
to 480,000 gross square feet of office space. 
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TABLE II-7 

Prevailing 
Trends

Conditional 
Potential

Occupied Multi-Tenant Office Space 6,256,000 6,256,000
Avg Annual Growth Rate 0.73% 1.18%
10-Year Projected Office Space Growth 472,000 778,700
Downtown Share 42% 47%
Multi-Tenant Office Potential 198,200 366,000
Plus:  Owner Occupied @ 25% 49,600 91,500
Total Occupied Office Potential 247,800 457,500

Less:  Excess Class A Vacancy 0 0
Less:  Excess Class B Vacancy /1 75,000 75,000
Net Occupied Office Potential 172,800 382,500

Stabilized Occupancy Adjustment 93% 186,000 411,000
Net to Gross Square Feet Adjustment 85% 219,000 484,000

Net New Office Building Potential 219,000 484,000

2.  Assumes Class B stabilzed occupancy at 85 percent.

Source:  W-ZHA, LLC.

Office Market Potential
Downtown Wichita

2010-2020

1.  Prevailing Trends growth rate based on economy.com employment forecast. Conditional 
Potential growth rate is based on two factors: (1) 30-year forecasted employment demand (if 
unconstrained by labor supply) of 1.5% per year set forth by Wichita Metropolitan Area Planning 
Department (2004), given forecasted labor supply, actual employment growth is forecasted at 
0.5% per year; (2) previous long term (1990-2008) employment growth rate of 1.18 percent per 
year.  Given these data, employment growth may exceed current economy.com forecasts.

 
 

 
Thus, over ten years, if prevailing trends continue, Downtown Wichita is likely to 
support the development of more than 200,000 square feet of new office space.  
On the other hand, if overall economic growth exceeds current expectations, and if 
improvements to Downtown enhance its market position, supportable new office 
space could approach 480,000 square feet.   
 
This general volume of development is contingent on a wide range of project-
specific considerations, including the availability of quality sites, trends in lease 
rates, parking availability, proximity to amenities, and others.  Overall, over the 
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next ten years, Downtown Wichita offers the potential to support roughly 220,000 
to 480,000 square feet of net new office development.   
 
DOWNTOWN OFFICE PRODUCT CONCLUSIONS 
 
To capture this potential will require that office buildings be properly sited and 
scaled to the target market.  The following paragraphs summarize market 
conclusions with regard to product. 
 

1. Modest Scale – New office buildings will likely range from 40,000 to 80,000 
square feet.  It will be difficult to achieve the pre-leasing thresholds required 
by lenders for buildings much larger in scale.  Buildings 5-stories or less can 
be “stick-built” which is less expensive than mid- and high-rise construction.  
With lower cost comes lower rent. 

 
2. CoolSpace – CoolSpace is office space located in older buildings that are 

architecturally distinct and within walking distance to restaurants.  A share of 
the office market will locate in these types of buildings.  Developers can 
often take advantage of historic tax credits as a tool to reduce the cost of 
rehabilitating older buildings to office space. 

 
In an effort to keep rents low, some newly constructed office space may be 
wise to adopt the hard loft concept where large, flexible, high-ceilinged, well 
lit space can be marketed with the option of minimal tenant finish.   

 
3. Price Point – New office development will require a rent level of at least $25 

per square foot.  Rents must be this high to offset construction costs and 
operating expenses. 

 
4. Parking – Office buildings will require parking within easy walking distance to 

the building.  In the near term, the rental market will not bear the cost of 
structured parking.  Public/private financing will be necessary to support the 
development of structured parking to service Downtown land uses.  Parking 
should be sited in locations where there is the greatest potential for 24-hour 
use.  Office users (and lenders) will demand that parking be available for 
employees. 

 
5. In or Immediately Adjacent To Mixed-Use Districts – To command the rents 

required to construct a new office building, Downtown must offer a distinctly 
“urban” office product.  As such, office buildings should not be developed in 
the middle of a surface parking lot away from the street.  Office buildings 
must be developed in (or adjacent to) those Downtown districts that offer 
restaurants, entertainment, services and housing within easy walking 
distance.   
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HOTEL MARKET 
 
 
WICHITA LODGING MARKET 
 
Despite the national economic downturn, the Wichita lodging market has 
outperformed the national lodging market.  Three points summarize the recent 
performance of the Wichita market. 
 
Outperformance:  As shown below, from 2004 through 2008, occupancy rates in 
Wichita ranged from 62 to nearly 67 percent before falling to 59 percent in 2009 
(through November).  Since 2006 Wichita occupancies have consistently exceeded 
national market occupancies.   
 

 
TABLE III-1 

Year Wichita U.S.*

2003 58.9 59.2
2004 62.0 61.4
2005 63.0 63.1
2006 66.4 63.3
2007 65.2 63.1
2008 65.0 60.3

2009 1 59.2 55.2

* PricewaterhouseCoopers
2 2009 figures are through Nov. for Wichita mark
  forecasted as of Nov. 9, 2009 for U.S. market

U.S. v. WICHITA, 2003-2009
LODGING MARKET OCCUPANCY RATES

 
 
 
Growing Market:  It should be noted that the Wichita market has been able to 
maintain relatively high occupancies even as it has accommodated new growth.  As 
shown below, over the last six years room revenues have grown at an annualized 
rate of 5.4 percent per year; this growth incorporates increases in room supply (2.1 
percent per year) and revenue per available room (RevPAR), which has increased 
by 3.3 percent per year.  
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TABLE III-2 

Rm Revenue

2003 59.9 60.65 36.32 2,497,545 1,495,904 90,719,815
2004 63.4 62.56 39.66 2,499,483 1,584,557 99,123,800
2005 64.4 63.11 40.62 2,505,746 1,612,693 101,776,523
2006 67.6 68.09 46.03 2,556,041 1,727,947 117,655,574
2007 66.6 72.67 48.43 2,678,003 1,784,616 129,687,009
2008 66.7 76.26 50.85 2,723,341 1,815,984 138,479,472
2009 59.2 74.37 44.06 2,823,693 1,673,033 124,419,226

CAGR - - 3.5% 3.3% 2.1% 1.9% 5.4%
  (Compounded annual growth rate)

* All figures year-to-date through November of each year.

Source:  Smith Travel Reports; W-ZHA, LLC.

Occupancy (%) ADR ($) RevPAR ($) Rm Supply Rm. Demand

WICHITA LODGING MARKET INDICATORS

 
 
 
Locations:  Suburban Wichita contains 84 percent of the regional room supply.  
Eastern suburban Wichita has captured most of the recent growth; this submarket 
absorbed four new properties in 2009 (Best Western, Hampton Inn & Suites, 
Springhill Suites, Staybridge Suites).  Suburban properties are, for the most part, 
limited-service properties; the Marriott and the Airport Hilton are the only full-
service properties in suburban Wichita.  
 
DOWNTOWN LODGING MARKET OVERVIEW 
 
The Downtown Wichita Study Area contains four properties containing 
approximately 770 rooms.4  These include the Broadview Hotel, Courtyard by 
Marriott, Hotel at Old Town and Hyatt Regency.  Among these, the Broadview and 
Hyatt Regency are full-service properties; a limited range of services are available 
at the Courtyard and Hotel at Old Town.   
 
Outperformance:  As a group, these properties’ performance exceeds that of the 
overall Wichita market.  As shown in Table III-3 below, since the opening of the 
Courtyard in 2007, this set of properties has consistently achieved higher 
occupancies than the overall Wichita market, despite charging considerably higher 
average daily rates (ADR).  As a result, the RevPAR at these properties has been 
roughly 50 percent higher than the RevPAR in the overall market. 
 

                                       
4 There are actually six properties within the 67202 Downtown zip code; this analysis excludes the 
Holiday Inn and Cambridge Suites properties located on the south side of US Highway 54.  
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These figures are consistent with the general finding that even limited-service 
properties in Downtown Wichita achieve daily room rates of roughly $125.  This 
rate is well above suburban rates, and even higher than the average for Downtown 
properties.  This is also consistent with anecdotal evidence from interviews with 
hotel managers/owners that many business travelers choose to stay in properties 
located Downtown – particularly in Old Town – even when traveling for business in 
suburban locations.  The performance of Downtown hotels offers strong evidence 
that, given good locations and the economic growth projected, Downtown Wichita 
will support additional lodging supply.   
 
 

TABLE III-3 

Downtown 1/ Overall Mkt Downtown 1/ Overall Mkt Downtown 1/ Overall Mkt

2007 71.3 66.6 101.33 72.67 72.22 48.43
2008 71.4 66.7 108.73 76.26 77.63 50.85
2009 68.7 59.2 97.51 74.37 67.01 44.06

* All figures year-to-date through November of each year.

1/ "Downtown" set includes the Hyatt Regency, Broadview, Marriott Courtyard and the Hotel at Old Town.

Source:  Smith Travel Reports; W-ZHA, LLC.

Occupancy (%) ADR ($) RevPAR ($)

WICHITA LODGING MARKET COMPARISONS
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FIGURE III-1 
DOWNTOWN HOTEL PERFORMANCE COMPARED TO OVERALL MARKET 

 
 
Source:  Smith Travel Reports; W-ZHA, LLC 

 
 
Segments:  Like the overall market, Downtown hotels derive most of their demand 
from the “business transient” and convention/meeting segments.   A recent study 
shows that the business transient and convention/meeting market account for 
roughly 80 percent of lodging demand in Wichita.5  While some Downtown 
properties derive higher portions of their business from the Century II events, these 
figures, along with informal anecdotes, support the general allocation wherein 
meetings and conventions account for roughly 40 percent of the Downtown lodging 
market, with 40 percent attributable to business transient travelers, and the 
remaining 20 percent attributable to general leisure guests. 
 
DOWNTOWN LODGING MARKET OUTLOOK AND PROJECTION 
 
The following describes the general market outlook for the Downtown Wichita 
lodging market, along with a projection for supportable development over the next 
ten years. 

                                       
5 The study, prepared by Go Wichita! attributes 42% of room-demand to business transient travelers, 
31% to “convention/meeting” segments, and 11% to other “group” categories such as sports (4.5%), 
weddings/reunions (4.7%) and ”group tour” (1.9%).  The remaining “leisure transient” segments 
comprise less than 20 percent of the overall market.   
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Strong Potential for New Lodging Downtown 
 
As the local, regional and national economies recover, Downtown Wichita offers 
strong potential for new lodging development.  Four considerations shape this 
outlook: 
 
 Office ratios:  Notwithstanding Downtown’s 42 percent share of the Wichita 

office market, Downtown hotel rooms account for just 16 percent of its 
lodging market supply.   

 
TABLE III-4 

Total
Wichita # %

Office Space
  Wiegand 9,833,550 4,100,590 41.7%
  Grubb/Ellis/Martens 7,384,000 3,133,000 42.4%

Lodging Rooms 6,351 1,016 16.0%

Source:  Go Wichita; Grubb & Ellis/Martens Commercial Group, 
             J.P. Weigand & Sons, Inc.

Downtown

OFFICE/HOTEL RATIOS
DOWNTOWN vs. OVERALL WICHITA MARKETS

 
 

 
This indicates that the Downtown market is underserved.  Before even 
considering the influences of the Century II convention center and the new 
INTRUST Bank Arena, Downtown’s share of the Wichita office market 
indicates that its lodging market should support more rooms.   
 
Moreover, while Downtown Wichita may not capture 42 percent (its share of 
the regional office market) of the regional room supply, as office demand 
growth resumes in Downtown Wichita this will generate increased lodging 
demand.   

 
 Convention Business:  Downtown Wichita maintains the dominant position in 

the Wichita convention and meetings market.   
 
 Downtown Amenities:  Access between Downtown and suburban Wichita is 

not difficult, and Downtown’s features and amenities increasingly provide 
compelling reasons for travelers to stay Downtown.  Over the last several 
years, Old Town has provided the primary amenity for Downtown travelers; 
other amenities include the City’s museums and the new INTRUST Bank 
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Arena.  The importance of Downtown amenities is made clear in the 
previously mentioned finding that Downtown hotels attract business travelers 
travelling for business meetings in suburban locations. 

 
 Underserved Niches:  Downtown Wichita contains a limited supply of 

properties in limited-service, middle-market and budget categories.  While 
this is not unusual for Downtown districts, in most Downtown districts this is 
attributable to relatively high land costs and predominantly high-end office 
markets.  This is not the case in Wichita, where the Class-A office market 
achieves lower rents than its suburban competition, and where land costs are 
generally estimated at $30 to $50 per square foot of land.  While Downtown’s 
full-service niche may be adequately served at this time, strong 
performances at the Hotel at Old Town and Courtyard by Marriott properties 
indicates the strength of Downtown’s limited service hotel market.   

 

Projected Development Potential  
 
Based on the foregoing, it is clear that – given suitable locations close to Downtown 
amenities -- Downtown Wichita will be able to support additional lodging facilities.   
 
Over the next ten years, Downtown Wichita is likely to support two to four facilities, 
containing a supply of 250 to 400 rooms.   
 
The derivation of this projection rests upon the following four considerations: 
 
Undersupplied Convention Business:  A brief investigation of other selected 
comparable and competitive cities shows that, relative to its convention and 
meeting activity, Wichita is substantially undersupplied with lodging rooms.  As 
shown below, among a selected sample of comparable cities, Wichita’s ratio of 
space to Downtown lodging rooms is nearly 100 percent higher than that in Des 
Moines, the next-highest city, and is nearly 150 percent higher than the average 
among these cities.   
 
 

TABLE III-5 

OK City Tulsa Omaha Des Moines Average Wichita

Downtown Conv. Ctr. Exhibit Space  100,000 167,200 194,000 198,000 164,800 195,500

Downtown Lodging Rooms 1,967 1,559 2,158 1,561 1,811 779

Ratio (exhibit space/rm) 51 107 90 127 94 251

Source:  Go Wichita!; W-ZHA, LLC

Exhibit Space and Downtown Lodging in Wichita and Selected Cities
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This leads to the general finding that accommodations may present difficulties for 
groups seeking to book Century II for large meetings.  Discussions with Go Wichita! 
support this general finding; Go Wichita! believes that additional Downtown rooms 
are important in attracting and retaining Downtown convention/meeting activity, 
and that, given reasonable proximity to the convention center, additional rooms 
would be supportable in Downtown Wichita.  Over ten years, as shown below in 
Table III-6, growth in convention/meeting activity could likely support a 25 to 40 
percent increase in Downtown rooms.   
 
Business Market Growth:  Given office growth as projected in Section II, over the 
next ten years the general business transient segment of the lodging market should 
grow by 6.9 to 13.5 percent.  Based on the assumption that this segment accounts 
for roughly 40 percent of Downtown lodging occupancy, this would increase 
demand for Downtown lodging by 21 to 42 rooms (Table III-6). 
 
Increased Downtown Amenities:  An economic study prepared in anticipation of the 
development of the new INTRUST Bank Arena indicated that it would likely draw an 
increase of 220,000 out-of-town visitors to Downtown Wichita.  If only 10 percent 
of these visitors were to stay in Downtown accommodations, this would amount to 
22,000 room-nights.  At an assumed occupancy rate of 67 percent, this would 
support 90 rooms.  Given this impetus, along with other improvements to 
Downtown Wichita, the Downtown leisure/transient segment could potentially 
reasonably increase by 50 to 75 percent, adding 78 to 124 rooms to the Downtown 
lodging market.   

Evaluation of Union Station Proposal 
8/13/14

Page 99
127



- 22 - 

 
 
 
 

TABLE III-6 

Segment Current
Share Rm Supply Low High

General Business Component 1 40% 311 6.9% 13.5%
21 42

Meeting Component 40% 311 25% 40%
78 124

Leisure/Other (Arena) 20% 155 50% 75%
78 117

Net Total Room Increase 100% 777 177 283

Adjustments:  replace rm reduction at Broadview 30 30

Adjusted Net Total Room Increase 207 313

1 Table __ in Section __ shows the potential for 215,000 to 423,000 square feet
   of new office development, representing increases of 6.9% to 13.5% over existing
   inventory.

Source:  W-ZHA, LLC

Growth Potential (rooms)

LODGING INDUSTRY 10-Year GROWTH POTENTIAL
DOWNTOWN WICHITA STUDY AREA

 
 

 
Competitive Development Dynamics:  The figures shown in the preceding table 
indicate that over ten years, Downtown Wichita could potentially support an 
additional 200 to 300 rooms.  This figure is likely to be conservative, for it excludes 
considerations of competitive market dynamics.  Developers and lodging companies 
do not develop properties simply to capture opportunities within a given market’s 
capacity.  Rather, they pursue development strategies that will enable them to 
capture increased market shares.  This competition shapes strategies involving site 
selection, product niches (as where, for example, Marriott may introduce its 
Courtyard, Residence Inn, Fairfield Inn, Springhill, TownePlace Suites, Renaissance 
or other products to complement existing properties in a market) and other issues.  
Where new construction exceeds the market’s capacity, existing properties (either 
Downtown and/or suburban) may fail, but this does not deter such construction.  
Thus, where Downtown achieves growth and enhances its profile, its potential for 
additional lodging facilities will exceed the figures derived in the preceding table.   
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Overall, while Table III-6 indicates a potential for 200 to 300 more rooms in 
Downtown Wichita, a reasonable projection must consider development dynamics 
that will increase this potential to a range of 250 to 400 rooms – in two to four 
properties -- over the next ten years.   
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13. Springsted Memorandum 
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MEMORANDUM 
 

TO: Scott Knebel, City of Wichita 

 Allen Bell, City of Wichita 

 

FROM: Tony Schertler, Senior Vice President  

 Julian Bradshaw, Analyst 

 

CC:  David MacGillivray, Chairman 

  

DATE: June 13, 2014 

 

SUBJECT: Union Station Redevelopment Project – Developer Equity Capacity Review 

 

Springsted was retained by the City to provide a third-party review of the ability of the Developers for the proposed 

Union Station mixed use development project to provide the level of equity necessary to secure private financing for 

the project.  The purpose of this review was to analyze the financial capacity of the applicant development entity, and 

its parent limited liability corporations (if they exist) and their respective members, to verify the access to the financial 

resources necessary to provide the level of equity financing outlined in the development application.  In making this 

determination we reviewed current financial statements, personal income tax returns, and developer disclosures 

provided by the guarantors.  The applicant development entity is titled Union Station, LLC a recently created single-

asset development entity.  The financial review performed included a review of the individuals which comprise the 

membership of the Union Station, LLC.  

 

Project Overview 

The Developer, Union Station, LLC, has proposed a $54.1 million redevelopment of the Union Station campus, to 

include; retail space, office space, and a 471 stall parking facility. The development would entail the complete 

renovation of the five buildings that comprise the Union Station campus into leasable office, retail, and entertainment 

space, while maintaining historic standards. According to the developer, the Union Station development’s first phases 

would include the redevelopment of the Grand Hotel, which will be repurposed as a mixed use retail and office space,  

Rock Island Passenger Depot, which is proposed to be a restaurant and event venue, and the Rock Island Baggage 

Depot, which is to be redeveloped into a retail space. The development is proposed to be completed on property 

currently owned by Occidental Management, with the Developer seeking public assistance in the form of TIF funds in 

an amount of $17,000,000.   
 
 
 

Springsted Incorporated 

9229 Ward Parkway, Suite 104N 

Kansas City, MO  64114-3311 

Tel:  816-333-7200 

Fax:  816-333-6899 

www.springsted.com 
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Development Entity 

The development applicant is a newly created limited liability corporation titled Union Station, LLC, which is a single-

asset entity created for the development of the proposed project.  The newly created applicant Union Station, LLC is 

the result of a partnership between two individuals; Gary Oborny (97%) and a minority investor (3%), with Gary 

Oborny being sole guarantor. 

 

The flow chart below illustrates the funding arrangement ultimately responsible for the applicant entity Union Station, 

LLC. 
 

Union Station, LLC Organization Chart 

Sources and Uses 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
*The determination of the Developer’s financial capacity to provide the equity fund amount of $1,800,000 is the basis 
for this review.  

Sources Amount 

Private Bank Financing $31,192,000 
Equity Funds*  $1,800,000 
Historic Tax Credits $3,766,000 
TIF Funds $17,321,000 

Total Sources $54,079,000 

Uses Amount 

Land Acquisition $1,500,000 
Site Improvements $4,131,000 
Construction of parking facilities $11,147,000 
Construction of buildings $31,166,000 
Architecture & Engineering $1,779,000 
Marketing Expenses $1,108,000 
Interest during construction $2,348,000 
Financing Costs (other than interest) $390,000 
City fees $19,000 
Soft cost contingency $510,000 

Total Uses $54,079,000 

Minority Investor 
 
3% Interest 
($270,000 cash investment) 
Investor  

Gary Oborny 
 
97% Interest 
 
Sole Guarantor 
 

UNION STATION, L.L.C. 
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Project Financing and Tax Increment Assistance Request 

According to the developer this project will require $1.8 million of private equity in addition to other funding sources. 

The developer submitted a request for tax increment assistance from the City of Wichita to reduce extraordinary 

costs associated with the development of the project. The total requested amount of assistance is approximately 20 

years and $17.3 million in the form of a pay-as-you-go note. In addition to TIF assistance and conventional financing 

of $31.2 million, the developer plans to obtain $3.8 million in equity (to be realized over a 5 year period) from the sale 

of Historic Tax Credits, for which their lender(s) are willing to utilize as security to advance funds. Financing will be 

drawn upon as development occurs.  
 
Equity Requirement 

As illustrated in the sources and uses chart above, the Developer has indicated they will be responsible for providing 

equity funds of $1,800,000. The chart below illustrates the equity requirement for each member of the LLC.  

 

Mr. Oborny’s personal financial statement indicates that his net worth is in excess of the $1.8 million equity 

requirement. According to the application materials the developer plans to generate a portion of the requirement as 

the development progresses. The application states: “As we present executed leases to our prospective lenders, the 

property will be appraised and the amount of additional equity value created by the leases calculated and applied to 

the overall project requirement.” 

 

Materials Reviewed 

We reviewed the following information for each guarantor. The personal financial statements provided were un-

audited, but assumed to be accurate reflections of the financial statements at the point in time dated.   
 
Gary Oborny 

o Personal Financial Statement as of December 31, 2013 

o Personal Financial Statement as of December 31, 2012 

o Personal Individual Income Tax Return – 2011, 2012, & 2013 

o Union Station, LLC – Last quarter Financials (Balance Sheets, Income Statements) 

 

We also requested answers to the following disclosure questions:  

o Have you ever been charged, indicted, or convicted of a crime in any jurisdiction in the United 

States? 

o Have you filed for bankruptcy in the last 10 years? 

o Have you been a party to any civil lawsuits in the past 10 years? 

o Do you owe delinquent taxes to any governmental jurisdiction and/or are there any current 

outstanding warrants or tax liens for unpaid taxes? 

Equity Requirement 
Percent of 

Overall 
Equity Amount 

Gary Oborny 97% $1,800,000 

Minority Investor 3% $0 

Union Station, LLC Total Equity Amount 100% $1,800,000 
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o Do you have any outstanding garnishments, levies, mechanic’s liens, child support or alimony?  

o Have any entities in which you have at least 5% ownership filed bankruptcy during the period of 

your ownership? 

o Have any entities in which you have at least 5% ownership been party to any civil lawsuits during 

the period of your ownership? 

o Do any entities in which you have at least 5% ownership, owe delinquent taxes to any 

governmental jurisdiction and/or are there any current outstanding warrants or tax liens for unpaid 

taxes?  

o Do any entities in which you have at least 5% ownership, have outstanding garnishments, levies or 

mechanic’s liens? 

o Have any entities in which you have at least 5% ownership, ever been cited or assessed penalties 

by a federal, state or local government agency for any reason during your period of ownership? 

 

The developer responded negative on all of the above questions, with the caveat being that as a real estate 

developer who owns and leases property, at any given time there are a few rent collection related legal efforts.  

 

Material subsequent Events Post 12/31/13: 

Mr. Oborny formed a new entity and raised private equity for the purchase of a 650,000 square feet office building in 

Overland Park, KS.   

Transaction Summary: 

- Asset known in the market as the Overland Park Trade Center and located at 6800 W. 115th Street in 

Overland Park, KS. 

- New entity, OPX, LLC was formed to own and develop the asset. 

- Transaction closed on 4/17/14 

- Purchase price was $21.6 million. 

- Initial acquisition loan to purchase asset was $15.6 million. 

- Mr. Gary Oborny is the sole guarantor on the loan. 

- Gary Oborny’s equity ownership is 65%. 
 
Conclusion 

Based on a review of these documents and subsequent interviews, Mr. Gary Oborny’s net worth exceeds the $1.8 

million equity requirement. A large portion of Mr. Oborny’s net worth is related to real estate and real estate 

development ventures. Mr. Oborny’s ability to generate $1.8 million in equity should be feasible based on the 

financial conditions we examined. We note, however, that the information we were provided represents a snapshot in 

time, and therefore does not guarantee the availability of funds at a future date.  Additionally, we note that none of 

the financial statements are audited, and the representations of asset value are not based on current appraisals and 

therefore could be over or under valued.  However, assuming the City intends to provide the public sources 

simultaneously to closing, the developer liquidity requirements will have necessarily been addressed by the private 

financing.  
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Agenda Item No. IV-2 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 
TO:     Mayor and City Council Members 
 
SUBJECT:   An Ordinance Amendment Allowing Alcohol Consumption Upon the Douglas 

River Corridor Open Space and Gazebo 
 
INITIATED BY:   Park and Recreation Department 
 
AGENDA:    New Business 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Place the ordinance on first reading. 
 
Background:  Kansas statutes and the Code of the City of Wichita prohibit the consumption of alcohol 
on public property.  However, K.S.A. 41-719 provides that any city may exempt from this prohibition by 
ordinance any specified property, the title of which is vested in the city.  The Douglas River Corridor 
Open Space extends from the north edge of the Douglas Avenue Bridge along the east bank of the 
Arkansas River directly behind the Drury Plaza Hotel Broadview and encompasses the Douglas River 
Corridor Gazebo. In order to accommodate community events and other gatherings at which alcoholic 
liquor will be consumed, an ordinance amendment is necessary to exempt this property from the 
prohibition against such alcohol consumption. Title to the Douglas River Corridor Open Space is vested 
in the City and, pursuant to Section 9.28.020 of the City Code, is designated as a park and recreation area 
under the control of the Board of Park Commissioners.  The proposed amendment was unanimously 
approved by the Board at its September, 2014 meeting.   
 
Analysis:  Section 4.04.045 of the City Code lists public property that is exempt from the prohibition 
against consumption of alcohol thereon.  The proposed ordinance amendment adds the Douglas River 
Corridor Open Space located between the east bank of the Arkansas River and the west property line of 
the Drury Plaza Hotel Broadview, located at 400 W. Douglas.  The proposed exemption extends 510 feet 
from the north edge of the Douglas Avenue Bridge along the east riverbank, including the Douglas River 
Corridor Gazebo and the paved walkways directly to the north thereof.  
 
The amendment further provides that the proposed exemption allowing alcohol consumption is valid only 
during times that a community event permit has been approved by the City Council or when the written 
consent of the City Manager has been obtained for gatherings that do not fall under the definition of a 
community event.  These limitations will prevent the open public consumption of alcohol upon this 
property that is not connected to an approved event.        
 
Financial Considerations:  None.   
 
Legal Considerations:  The ordinance amendment has been prepared and approved as to form by the 
Law Department.   
 
Recommendation/ Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council place the ordinance on first reading 
and authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachment:  Ordinance 
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First Published in the Wichita Eagle October 17th, 2014 
 

ORDINANCE NO. 49-840 

                    09/8/14 

 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 4.04.045 OF THE CODE 
OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, PERTAINING TO 
EXEMPTION OF CERTAIN PUBLIC PROPERTY WITHIN THE 
CITY FROM THE PROHIBITION AGAINST CONSUMPTION OF 
ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR THEREON BY VIRTUE OF THE 
AUTHORITY CONTAINED IN K.S.A. 41-719, AND REPEALING 
THE ORIGINAL OF SAID SECTION. 
 
 

 BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, 

KANSAS: 

SECTION 1.  Section 4.04.045 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas shall read as 

follows:  “Exemptions.  (a)   The city, by virtue of the authority contained in K.S.A. 41-719 and 

amendments thereto, exempts the following properties from any prohibition against consumption 

of alcoholic liquor on public property contained in K.S.A. 41-719 and amendments thereto, and 

in Sections 4.04.040, 4.16.020 and 4.16.030 of this Code: CityArts, the education building of the 

Wichita Area Treatment Education and Remediation (WATER) Center, Sports Hall of Fame, 

Lionel Alford Regional Library, Wichita-Sedgwick County Historical Museum, Century II, the 

Wichita Mid-Continent Airport, Colonel James Jabara Airport, Cowtown, the Wichita Art 

Museum, Mid-America All-Indian Center, Lawrence-Dumont Stadium, the Central Branch 

Wichita Public Library, the Kansas Aviation Museum (Historic Wichita Municipal Airport), 

Botanica -- the Wichita Gardens, the Hyatt Regency Wichita Hotel and Conference Center, 

Exploration Place, the Ice Sports Center of Wichita, the Wichita Boathouse, and the La Familia 

Senior Community Center, Inc. located at 841 W. 21st St. North. 
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(b)   The city, by virtue of the authority contained in K.S.A. 41-719 and amendments 

thereto, exempts the following properties from any prohibition against consumption of alcoholic 

liquor on public property contained in K.S.A. 41-719 and amendments thereto, and in Sections 

4.04.060, 4.16.020 and 4.16 030 of this Code: the Old Town Farm and Art Market, Nomar 

International Market, the Old Town Cinema Plaza, the vacant property located at 642 N. Seneca 

as described in a lease approved by the Wichita City Council on June 19, 2007 between the City 

of Wichita and the Kansas African American Museum, Inc., any open public property, that is 

owned by the City of Wichita and is located within the area bounded on the north by the south 

curb line of Douglas Avenue from the west curb line of Washington Avenue to the east bank of 

the Arkansas River, thence south to a line designated by the north edge of the Kellogg Flyover, 

thence east to the west curb line of Washington Avenue  and thence north to the south curb line 

of Douglas Avenue to the point of origin, and the Douglas River Corridor Open Space which 

shall include the public property along the east bank of the Arkansas River extending north for 

510 feet from a line designated by the north edge of the Douglas Avenue Bridge and abutting the 

Drury Plaza Hotel Broadview property line on the east and encompassing the Douglas River 

Corridor Gazebo and the paved walkway immediately to the north thereof.  Provided, however, 

these properties referred to in this subsection shall be considered exempted only under the 

following circumstances:   

(1)  when either a community event or temporary entertainment district has been 

approved by the City Council, or  

(2)  when the written consent of the city manager or the manager’s designee has been 

obtained if an activity does not require a community event permit, and  

(3)  when a license for the sale of alcohol has been issued if such license is necessary.” 
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SECTION 2.  The original of Section 4.04.045 of the Code of the City of Wichita, 

Kansas, is hereby repealed. 

SECTION  3.  This ordinance shall be included in the Code of the City of Wichita, 

Kansas, and shall be effective upon adoption and publication in the official city newspaper. 

PASSED by the governing body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, this 14th day of  
 
October,  2014. 

 

     __________________________________ 
     Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
 
 

Attest: 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
 
Approved as to Form: 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Sharon L. Dickgrafe, Interim City Attorney  
  and Director of Law 
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First Published in the Wichita Eagle _______________ 
 

 DELINEATED               09/08/14 

 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 4.04.045 OF THE CODE 
OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, PERTAINING TO 
EXEMPTION OF CERTAIN PUBLIC PROPERTY WITHIN THE 
CITY FROM THE PROHIBITION AGAINST CONSUMPTION OF 
ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR THEREON BY VIRTUE OF THE 
AUTHORITY CONTAINED IN K.S.A. 41-719, AND REPEALING 
THE ORIGINAL OF SAID SECTION. 
 
 

 BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, 

KANSAS: 

SECTION 1.  Section 4.04.045 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas shall read as 

follows:  “Exemptions.  (a)   The city, by virtue of the authority contained in K.S.A. 41-719 and 

amendments thereto, exempts the following properties from any prohibition against consumption 

of alcoholic liquor on public property contained in K.S.A. 41-719 and amendments thereto, and 

in Sections 4.04.040, 4.16.020 and 4.16.030 of this Code: CityArts, the education building of the 

Wichita Area Treatment Education and Remediation (WATER) Center, Sports Hall of Fame, 

Lionel Alford Regional Library, Wichita-Sedgwick County Historical Museum, Century II, the 

Wichita Mid-Continent Airport, Colonel James Jabara Airport, Cowtown, the Wichita Art 

Museum, Mid-America All-Indian Center, Lawrence-Dumont Stadium, the Central Branch 

Wichita Public Library, the Kansas Aviation Museum (Historic Wichita Municipal Airport), 

Botanica -- the Wichita Gardens, the Hyatt Regency Wichita Hotel and Conference Center, 

Exploration Place, the Ice Sports Center of Wichita, the Wichita Boathouse, and the La Familia 

Senior Community Center, Inc. located at 841 W. 21st St. North. 

(b)   The city, by virtue of the authority contained in K.S.A. 41-719 and amendments 

thereto, exempts the following properties from any prohibition against consumption of alcoholic 
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liquor on public property contained in K.S.A. 41-719 and amendments thereto, and in Sections 

4.04.060, 4.16.020 and 4.16 030 of this Code: the Old Town Farm and Art Market, Nomar 

International Market, the Old Town Cinema Plaza, the vacant property located at 642 N. Seneca 

as described in a lease approved by the Wichita City Council on June 19, 2007 between the City 

of Wichita and the Kansas African American Museum, Inc., and any open public property, that is 

owned by the City of Wichita and is located within the area bounded on the north by the south 

curb line of Douglas Avenue from the west curb line of Washington Avenue to the east bank of 

the Arkansas River, thence south to a line designated by the north edge of the Kellogg Flyover, 

thence east to the west curb line of Washington Avenue  and thence north to the south curb line 

of Douglas Avenue to the point of origin, and the Douglas River Corridor Open Space which 

shall include the public property along the east bank of the Arkansas River extending north for 

510 feet from a line designated by the north edge of the Douglas Avenue Bridge and abutting the 

Drury Plaza Hotel Broadview property line on the east and encompassing the Douglas River 

Corridor Gazebo and the paved walkway immediately to the north thereof.  Provided, however, 

these properties referred to in this subsection shall be considered exempted only under the 

following circumstances:   

(1)  when either a community event or temporary entertainment district has been 

approved by the City Council, or  

(2)  when the written consent of the city manager or the manager’s designee has been 

obtained if an activity does not require a community event permit, and  

(3)  when a license for the sale of alcohol has been issued if such license is necessary.” 

SECTION 2.  The original of Section 4.04.045 of the Code of the City of Wichita, 

Kansas, is hereby repealed. 

140



SECTION  3.  This ordinance shall be included in the Code of the City of Wichita, 

Kansas, and shall be effective upon adoption and publication in the official city newspaper. 

PASSED by the governing body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, this ________ day of  
 
_________________, 2014. 

 

     __________________________________ 
     Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
 
 

Attest: 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
 
Approved as to Form: 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Sharon L. Dickgrafe, Interim City Attorney  
  and Director of Law 

141



         Agenda Item No. IV-3 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 
 

TO:   Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT: Approval of MOU with NBC Baseball Foundation  
 
INITIATED BY: City Manager’s Office/Department of Law 
 
AGENDA:  New Business 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the MOU with the NBC Baseball Foundation. 
 
Background:  The National Baseball Congress’ annual baseball tournament (NBC tournament) has been 
held in downtown Wichita for nearly eighty (80) years. The tournament was started in 1935. 
 
For many years, the tournament was owned and operated by the National Baseball Congress, Inc. In 2007, 
in an effort to ensure continued viability of the tournament, the City purchased the operation and assets of 
the corporation.  
 
In 2013, the City established the NBC Baseball Foundation (“Foundation”) which was incorporated for 
the purpose of owning and operating the tournament and to facilitate fundraising efforts for increasing 
tournament support.  501(c) (3) tax exempt status has been approved by the Internal Revenue Service. 
 
In July of 2014, the legal ownership of all tournament assets was transferred from the City to the non-
profit foundation.  
 
The Foundation has made a request to the City for monetary assistance to provide necessary cash flow to 
start operations of the NBC. The loan will provide funding until such time as adequate cash flow can be 
established through promotions, advertising, tickets and fundraising. 
 
Analysis:  In order for the Foundation to begin operations, it is recommended that the City provide the 
Foundation with a no interest loan of $150,000. The money will be utilized by the Foundation for the 
initial expenses of the NBC Tournament, including the hiring of a Tournament Manager/General 
Manager. It will be repaid to the City over four years. 
 
Additionally, the MOU outlines a yearly lease of Lawrence Dumont Stadium for a period of ten years, 
with a yearly rent of $1.00 per year. 
 
The MOU also allows the Foundation utilization of the stadium for ancillary events which are held in 
conjunction with the Tournament. 
 
Lastly, the MOU requires the Foundation to provide appropriate liability insurance and name the City as 
an additional insured for all tournament functions and activities.  
 
Financial Considerations:  The loan to the Foundation will be paid with funds from the Guest Tax Fund. 
The Finance Director is directed to make any budget adjustments required and to issue any general 
obligation bonds, as necessary, to provide for payment of the loan. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has reviewed the MOU and has approved it as to form.  
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Recommendations/Actions:  Approve the MOU with the NBC Foundation.  
 
Attachments:  MOU. 
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October 1, 2014 
 

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 
 
 
 

THIS MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING (MOU) is entered into on this 

______ day of October, 2014, between the CITY OF WICHITA, a Kansas Municipal 

Corporation (City), and the NBC BASEBALL FOUNDATION, a Kansas not for profit 

corporation (Foundation). 

WHEREAS, on September 11, 2013, the City authorized the creation and formation of a 

not for profit corporation, the NBC Baseball Foundation, for the purposes of sustaining 

operations of the NBC  organization and Tournament (Tournament); 

WHEREAS, on July 14, 2014, the City transferred all assets of the Tournament to the 

Foundation; 

WHEREAS, it is the intent of the City and the Foundation to work in cooperation and 

partnership with each other to annually produce the Tournament, promote tourism within the 

City of Wichita, and solicit economic support for youth baseball within the community. 

RECITALS 

A. This MOU will confirm the understanding of the Foundation and the City 

concerning the terms of the Foundation’s use of Lawrence Dumont Stadium (LDS) to host the 

annual sixteen day NBC Tournament. 

B. This MOU acknowledges the existing lease and contractual agreement between 

the City and WIB, LLC which owns an independent league professional baseball team which 

utilizes Lawrence Dumont Stadium (LDS) as its home venue.  

AGREEMENT 

 The Foundation and the City hereby agree as follows: 
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1. Term.  Subject to the requirements and limitations of the Kansas Cash Basis and 

Budget Laws, the initial term of this agreement will be ten years, commencing on the date of 

execution of this agreement. The City will grant the Foundation one, five year extension at the 

option of the Foundation on terms and conditions to be agreed upon at the time the option is 

exercised. The renewal option will automatically be deemed exercised at the end of the 

preceding term unless either party notifies the other party in writing within ninety (90) days prior 

to the end of the preceding term of its intent not to renew the agreement for the renewal option.    

2.    Exclusivity.  Except as otherwise provided herein and in the lease entered into 

between the City and WIB, LLC, the City will control all scheduling of events at LDS.  

3. Use of Stadium for NBC Tournament.   

A.  The City shall grant exclusive use of LDS to the Foundation for operation 

of the Tournament for the period of this agreement for the sum of one dollar per year. 

Such payment shall be due on January 15 of each year during the term of this MOU and 

any subsequent renewal of the MOU. 

B.  The Parties will mutually agree on at least seven dates, or one half of the 

Tournament days, if tournament play is extended, during each year’s Tournament for the 

Foundation’s use of the City’s suite/skybox.  Such use will be at no additional costs to the 

Foundation.  

C.  The Foundation shall have total and complete control of LDS for the 

Tournament to be conducted each year, subject to the following terms and conditions: 

1. With the exception of Tournament days and one day prior to 

commencement of the tournament and one day following tournament play, WIB, 
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LLC, or any subsequent lessee of the stadium, shall have total and complete 

control of LDS and all stadium operations. 

2. No later than October 1st of each year, the Foundation shall 

provide to the City and WIB, LLC, or any subsequent lessee of the stadium, the 

dates of the Tournament for the following year. The tournament and any ancillary 

use of the stadium by the Foundation, unless otherwise agreed to between WIB, 

LLC and the Foundation, shall not exceed eighteen consecutive days each 

calendar year.  

3. To the extent not otherwise addressed in this MOU and the lease 

between the City and WIB, LLC, the City will resolve any conflict in scheduling 

between the Foundation and WIB, LLC. The Foundation and WIB, LLC agree to 

cooperate with the City in this regard and attempt to resolve any scheduling 

conflicts. 

4. Negotiation of Lease provisions with WIB, LLC.  The City will use its best efforts 

to secure the following provisions or provisions having substantially the following effect in its 

lease with WIB, LLC: 

A. “In the event of any conflict between the terms of this Lease and the terms 
of the MOU between the Lessor and the NBC Foundation, the terms of 
said MOU shall be controlling.” 

 
B. “The parties acknowledge the terms of the Memorandum of 

Understanding (MOU) entered into between the Lessor and the NBC 
Foundation.  The terms of that MOU define the rights of the Foundation to 
utilize the stadium for the NBC tournament and any ancillary events.  
Lessee agrees to cooperate in good faith with the Foundation regarding the 
use of the stadium, concession sales, ticketing, security, marketing, 
advertising, equipment, suites/skyboxes and associated revenues from 
these items.  Lessor will attempt to arbitrate, as needed, any issues 
between Lessee and the Foundation regarding use of the stadium and 
associated revenues.” 
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5. Ancillary Events.  The Foundation shall have the right to conduct other events and 

activities at LDS in conjunction with, and on the same dates as, the Tournament at no additional 

cost to the Foundation. The Foundation shall be responsible for the costs, fees and expenses 

incurred by the Foundation in staging and promoting such events. The Foundation will be 

responsible for any applicable permits or licenses, including a community event permit, if 

required by Section 3.11.050 of the Code of the City of Wichita. 

6. City Sponsorship to Foundation.  The City agrees to provide the Foundation a 

one-time sponsorship for the Tournament in the amount of $150,000 to assist with initial 

planning, development and operation of the 2015 Tournament. Such payment shall be a no 

interest loan to the Foundation and will be made to the Foundation no later than October 24, 

2014. This loan shall be repaid to the City on or before October 7, 2018.  

The City further agrees to compensate Bever, Dye, LC for legal fees associated with the 

formation of the Foundation and the drafting of a management or use agreement for the 2015 

NBC Baseball Tournament. Such compensation, including fees paid by the City prior to the date 

of this agreement, shall not exceed $70,000. The City will thereafter not be responsible for any 

legal fees incurred by the Foundation.  

7. Compliance With Americans with Disabilities Act.  The City and the Foundation 

agree that they have a joint obligation to comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act 

(ADA). The City and the Foundation agree that they have the obligation to consider the 

accommodation request(s) from qualified individuals with a disability. The Foundation will 

ensure to the full extent required by the ADA that qualified individuals with disabilities receive 

access to the programs and activities provided by the Foundation. 
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8. Rules, Regulations and Ordinances.  The Foundation agrees to comply with all 

rules, regulations and ordinances of the City generally applicable to the public and agrees to 

obtain any permits or licenses necessary for Tournament events. 

9. Indemnification.  The parties agree to indemnify and hold harmless the other 

party, its governing board, officers, agents, and employees against any and all claims, damage, 

liability, injury expense, demands, causes of actions, judgments including court costs and 

attorney’s fees arising out of or resulting from the negligence or intentional acts of its officers, 

agents or employees, claims asserted against the Foundation arising out of the use and occupancy 

of the stadium, grounds or parking lot by the Foundation, its employees, agents, permitted 

vendors and invitees, including players and fans, arising in any manner out of a breach or default 

in the performance of this MOU by the Foundation, or by any intentional or negligent action 

taken by the Foundation, its employees, agents and permitted vendors and invitees, including 

fans and players. In the event such loss is proximately caused by the acts of parties and their 

officers, agents or employees, each shall be responsible for its proportionate share of claimant’s 

damages under the law of the state of Kansas.  

10. Termination.  The parties agree that upon a violation of any provision of this 

MOU, the aggrieved party may, at its option, terminate this lease by giving the breaching party 

not less than 90 days written notice of termination. However, if prior to expiration of that notice, 

the breaching party shall remedy or correct the default or breach; or in cases in which such a 

default takes more than 30 days to remedy, and the breaching party shall have commenced its 

effort to cure such defaults, and is diligently proceeding towards curing such default within 60 

days, then this MOU shall continue in effect as if no such default or breach has occurred.  
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11. Right of First Refusal.  The Foundation shall notify in writing and give the City 

the right of first refusal regarding the sale or transfer of tournament assets or the relocation of the 

tournament to a venue other than LDS. 

12. Liability Insurance.  The Foundation shall, at its own expense, procure and at all 

times during the tournament and periods of use of the stadium as defined by paragraph 2 of this 

MOU, maintain insurance with one or more companies permitted to do business in the State of 

Kansas, as follows: a) Workers compensation and disability benefits insurance sufficient to 

protect both the Foundation and the City from any and all claims under the workers 

compensation statutes for the State of Kansas; b) Employer’s liability insurance, not less than 

$100,000 per incident; and c) Comprehensive general liability insurance including bodily injury 

and property damage coverage which shall name the City as an additional insured and shall have 

limits of not less than $1 million for injuries to or death of one person and $2 million for injuries 

to or death of more than one person in any one accident, and $2 million aggregate for property 

damage resulting from any one occurrence. Such insurance shall include broad form contractual 

liability insurance, products and completed operations liability insurance elevator liability 

insurance. Such policies shall specifically include coverage for injuries to spectators or 

employees resulting from the actions of players or other spectators, including pitched or hit balls. 

All the insurance policies and certificates of renewal covering such policies in effect shall be 

subject to the approval of the City. Copies of all such policies shall be filed with the City and 

shall be endorsed to require the insurer to furnish the City 30 days written notice of any 

cancellation or of any material changes in such policies. The City may, at its own expense, carry 

such other insurance in its own name as it deems desirable.   
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13. Governing Law.  The parties agree that the law of the state of Kansas shall govern 

this MOU, and that any suit or cause of action by either party against the other shall be filed in 

the Eighteenth Judicial District of the State of Kansas. 

14. Complete Agreement.  The parties agree that this MOU constitutes the entire 

agreement of the parties and that no prior agreement or representation, written or oral, shall be 

binding or of any force or effect. Further, this MOU may not be amended, modified, altered or 

enlarged except in writing signed by the duly authorized representatives of the parties hereto. 

15. Notices.  All notices with respect to this MOU shall be given by first class mail or 

hand-delivery to the parties as follows: 

CITY:       FOUNDATION: 
 
Mayor, City of Wichita    BD Registered Agent, Inc. 
455 N. Main, 13th Floor    301 Main, Suite 600  
Wichita, Kansas 67202    Wichita, Kansas 67202 

 
16. Severability.  If any term, provision, covenant or condition of this MOU is ruled 

invalid, void, or unenforceable by a court of competent jurisdiction, this MOU will nonetheless 

remain in full force and effect as to all remaining terms, provisions, covenants and conditions. 

 
CITY OF WICHITA    NBC BASEBALL FOUNDATION 
 
 
 
______________________________  ______________________________ 
Carl Brewer, Mayor    Steve Shaad, Chair 
 
ATTEST: 
 

 
_____________________________ 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
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Approved as to Form: 

 
________________________________ 
Sharon L. Dickgrafe 
Interim City Attorney and Director of Law 
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          Agenda Item No.  IV-4 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:   Repair or Removal of Dangerous and Unsafe Structures 
   (District I) 
 
INITIATED BY:  Metropolitan Area Building and Construction Department 
 
AGENDA:  New Business   
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 
Recommendations: Adopt the resolutions. 
 
Background: On August 26, 2014, a report was submitted with respect to the dangerous and unsafe 
conditions on the properties listed below.  The City Council adopted resolutions providing for a public 
hearing to be held on the condemnation actions at 9:30 a.m. or soon thereafter, on October 7, 2014.     
   
Analysis: On August 4, 2014, the Board of Building Code Standards and Appeals (BBCSA) held a 
hearing on two properties listed below: 
 
 Property Address     Council District 
 a. 347 N. Ash         I 
 b. 2922 E. Mossman      I 
  
    
Detailed information/analyses concerning the properties are included in the attachments. 
 
Financial Considerations:  Structures condemned as dangerous buildings are demolished with funds 
from the Metropolitan Area Building and Construction Department Special Revenue Fund contractual 
services budget, as approved annually by the City Council.   This budget is supplemented by an annual 
allocation of Federal Community Development Block Grant funds for demolition of structures located 
within the designated Neighborhood Reinvestment Area. Expenditures for dangerous building 
condemnation and demolition activities are tracked to ensure that City Council Resolution No. R-95-560, 
which limits MABCD expenditures for non-revenue producing condemnation and housing code 
enforcement activities to twenty percent (20%) of MABCD's total annual budgeted Special Revenue Fund 
expenditures, is followed.  Owners of condemned structures demolished by the City are billed for the 
contractual costs of demolition, plus an additional five hundred dollar ($500) administrative fee.  If the 
property owner fails to pay, these charges are recorded as a special property tax assessment against the 
property, which may be collected upon subsequent sale or transfer of the property.   
 
Legal Considerations:  The resolutions and notices of hearing were reviewed and approved as to form by 
the Law Department. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council close the public hearing, adopt the 
resolutions declaring the buildings to be dangerous and unsafe structures, and accept the BBCSA 
recommended actions to proceed with condemnation, allowing 10 days to start demolition and 10 days to 
complete removal of the structures.  Any extensions of time granted to repair any structures would be 
contingent on the following: (1) All taxes have been paid to date as of October 7, 2014; (2) the structures 
have been secured as of October 7, 2014, and will continue to be kept secured; and (3) the premises are 
mowed and free of debris as of October 7, 2014, and will be so maintained during renovation. 
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If any of the above conditions are not met, the Metropolitan Area Building and Construction Department 
will proceed with demolition action and also instruct the City Clerk to have the resolutions published 
once in the official city paper and advise the owner of these findings. 
 
Attachments:  Case summary, CDM summary and follow-up history 
 

153



October 7, 2014
City Council Hearing

Removal of Dangerous Structure Case Summary 

Address Cncl. 
Dist.

Hsng. Case 
Age 

Cndm. Init. 
Date

BCSA Hearing Date & Recommendation Owner/ 
Rep. At 
BCSA ?

Open or 
Secure

Premise Cond. 
Status

Property         
Tax Status

Special                 
Assessments

347 N. Ash I 23 years
3 mos.

06/12/14 08/04/14 - 10/10 No The structure 
is unsecure 
with open 
windows on 
the north and 
south side.  

Bulky waste, 
trash and tall 
grass and weeds. 

The 2010, 
2011, 2012 and 
2013 taxes are 
delinquent in 
the amount of 
$2,115.03, 
which includes 
specials and 
interest. 

There is a 2013 
special assessment 
for board-up in the 
amount of $762.80 
and 2014 special 
assessments for 
board-up in the 
amount of $522.56 
and lot cleanup in 
the amount of 
$3,144.99, all 
include interest.  

2922 E. Mossman I 2 years
7 mos.

06/12/14 08/04/14 - 10/10 No The structure 
is secure.  

The premise was 
recently abated 
by City of 
Wichita 
contractor.   

The 2011, 2012 
and 2013 taxes 
are delinquent 
in the amount 
of $1,589.23, 
which includes 
specials and 
interest.  

There is a 2013 
special assessment 
for weed cutting in 
the amount of 
$123.07 and 2014 
special assessment 
for weed cutting in 
the amount $125.15, 
both include 
interest.  
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DATE: September 22, 2014 
 

         CDM SUMMARY 
 

         COUNCIL DISTRICT # I 
 
ADDRESS:  347 N Ash 
 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION:  Lots 47 and 49, on Short Street, now Ash Street, EXCEPT that part 
taken in Condemnation Case No. 95C-1056, Butler and Fisher's Subdivision of Lot 2, Butler and 
Fisher's Addition to the City of Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas. 
 
DESCRIPTION OF STRUCTURE:  A one and one half story wood frame dwelling about 28 x 45 
feet in size.  Vacant for about 4 years, this structure has shifting and missing block basement and 
foundation walls; rotted and missing wood siding; badly worn composition roof; deteriorated wood 
front porch;  missing porch steps; and rotted soffit, fascia and wood trim. 
 
Description of dangerous or unsafe condition(s):  The property is found to be dangerous and unsafe 
because of the following conditions: 
 
A.  Those, which have been damaged by fire, wind, want of repair, or other causes so as to have 
become dangerous to life, safety, morals or the general health and welfare of the occupants or the 
people of the city. 
 
B.  The structure fails to provide the necessities to decent living, which makes it, unfit for human 
habitation. 
 
C.  Those whose use, equipment or want of good housekeeping constitutes a decided fire or safety 
hazard to the property itself or its occupants or which presents a decided fire or safety hazards to 
surrounding property or a menace to the public safety and general welfare. 
 
City Ordinance states that any one of the above categories is just cause to declare the building a public 
nuisance and shall be repaired or demolished. 
 
 
 
 
 
________________________________________________________                                ____________           
Director of Metropolitan Area Building and Construction Department                                Date 
Enforcing Officer 
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DATE: September 22, 2014  
 
BCSA GROUP # 2 
 
ADDRESS:  347 N Ash 
 
ACTIVE FIELD FILE STARTED: June 10, 1991 
 
NOTICE(S) ISSUED: Since June 10, 1991, numerous violation notices have been issued.  On 
December 16, 2011, Neighborhood Inspection staff completed an emergency board-up on this 
property at a cost of $139.07.  On May 8, 2013, Neighborhood Inspection staff completed an 
emergency board-up on this property at a cost of $761.05.  On April 12, 2014, Neighborhood 
Inspection staff completed an emergency board-up on this property at a cost of $216.07.  On June 6, 
2014, Neighborhood Inspection staff completed an emergency board-up on this property at a cost of 
$299.59.  It should be noted that numerous violations remain open, several uniform criminal 
complaints have been issued and one case was initiated at the request of the Wichita Police 
Department.   
 
PRE-CONDEMNATION LETTER:  May 21, 2014 
 
TAX INFORMATION:  The 2010, 2011, 2012 and 2013 taxes are delinquent in the amount of 
$2,115.03, which includes specials and interest.   

 
COST ASSESSMENTS/DATES: There is a 2013 special assessment for board-up in the amount of 
$762.80 and 2014 special assessments for board-up in the amount of $522.56 and lot cleanup in the 
amount of $3,144.99, all include interest.   
 
PREMISE CONDITIONS:  Bulky waste, trash and tall grass and weeds.   
 
VACANT NEGLECTED BUILDING REPORT:  None 
 
MABCD NUISANCE ABATEMENT REPORT:  In March 2009, a neighborhood nuisance case 
was initiated resulting in owner compliance through neighborhood court.  In January 2013, a 
neighborhood nuisance case was initiated the case processed through neighborhood court and was 
closed due to no trespassing signs being posted. On October 2013, a neighborhood nuisance case 
was initiated resulting in City of Wichita contractor abatement.   
 
POLICE REPORT:  In the past five years there have been seven reported police incidents at this 
location including miscellaneous officers, suspicious character other, city code nuisance violation (2) 
and miscellaneous report (3).  
 
FORMAL CONDEMNATION ACTION INITIATED: June 12, 2014 
 
RECENT DEVELOPMENTS:   No repairs have been made.  The structure is unsecure with open 
windows on the north and south side.   
 
HISTORIC PRESERVATION REPORT: No impact 
 
OWNER'S PAST CDM HISTORY: None 
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BOARD OF C.S.&A. RECOMMENDATION:  At the August 4, 2014, BCSA hearing there was no 
one present on behalf of this property. Vacant for approximately four years, this is a one- and one-half 
story wood frame dwelling about 28 x 45 feet in size. This structure has shifting and missing block 
basement and foundation walls; rotted and missing wood siding; badly worn composition roof; 
deteriorated wood front porch; missing porch steps; and rotted soffit, fascia and wood trim.  
 
In accordance with MABCD staff recommendation, Board Member Willenberg made a motion to refer 
the property to the City Council for condemnation, with ten days to begin wrecking the structure and ten 
days to complete the removal of the structure. Board Member Banuelos seconded the motion. The motion 
was approved. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION/REMARKS:  Adopt the recommendation of the Board of Code 
Standards and Appeals.  However, any extensions to repairs would be providing that all provisions of 
City Council Policy 33 are complied with.  If any of these conditions are not met, staff is directed to 
proceed to let for bids to demolish the structure. 
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DATE: September 22, 2014 
 

         CDM SUMMARY 
 

         COUNCIL DISTRICT # I 
 
ADDRESS:  2922 E Mossman 
 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION:  Lots 40 and 42, and the South 5 feet of a vacant alley, on Mossman 
Avenue, Frisco Avenue Addition to the City of Wichita, Kansas, Sedgwick County, Kansas. 
 
DESCRIPTION OF STRUCTURE:  A two story wood frame dwelling about 30 x 40 feet in size.  
Vacant and open, this structure has been damaged by fire.  It has a deteriorated composition roof 
with holes; fire damaged vinyl siding; charred framing members; deteriorated wood trim; and the 
interior has been badly damaged by fire. 
 
Description of dangerous or unsafe condition(s):  The property is found to be dangerous and unsafe 
because of the following conditions: 
 
A.  Those, which have been damaged by fire, wind, want of repair, or other causes so as to have 
become dangerous to life, safety, morals or the general health and welfare of the occupants or the 
people of the city. 
 
B.  The structure fails to provide the necessities to decent living, which makes it, unfit for human 
habitation. 
 
C.  Those open to unauthorized persons or those permitted to be attractive to loiterers, vagrants, or 
children. 
 
D.  Those whose use, equipment or want of good housekeeping constitutes a decided fire or safety 
hazard to the property itself or its occupants or which presents a decided fire or safety hazards to 
surrounding property or a menace to the public safety and general welfare. 
 
City Ordinance states that any one of the above categories is just cause to declare the building a public 
nuisance and shall be repaired or demolished. 
 
 
 
 
 
________________________________________________________                                ____________           
Director of Metropolitan Area Building and Construction Department                                Date 
Enforcing Officer 
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DATE: September 22, 2014  
 
BCSA GROUP # 2 
 
ADDRESS:  2922 E Mossman 
 
ACTIVE FIELD FILE STARTED: February 10, 2012  
 
NOTICE(S) ISSUED: Since February 10, 2012, a notice of improvement and numerous violation 
notices have been issued.  This structure has been vacant since the fire.  
 
PRE-CONDEMNATION LETTER:  May 29, 2014  
 
TAX INFORMATION:  The 2011, 2012 and 2013 taxes are delinquent in the amount of $1,589.23, 
which includes specials and interest.   

 
COST ASSESSMENTS/DATES: There is a 2013 special assessment for weed cutting in the amount 
of $123.07 and 2014 special assessment for weed cutting in the amount $125.15, both include 
interest.   
 
PREMISE CONDITIONS: The premise was recently abated by City of Wichita contractor.    
 
VACANT NEGLECTED BUILDING REPORT:  Pending case 
 
MABCD NUISANCE ABATEMENT REPORT:  In April 2009, a neighborhood nuisance case was 
initiated resulting in owner compliance.  In April 2012, a neighborhood nuisance case was initiated 
resulting in owner compliance.  In September 2012, a neighborhood nuisance case was initiated 
resulting in owner compliance.  In September 2013, a neighborhood nuisance case initiated 
resulting in City of Wichita contractor abatement.  In April 2012, a tall grass and weeds case was 
initiated resulting in City of Wichita contractor abatement.  In June 2013, a tall grass and weeds 
case was initiated resulting in City of Wichita contractor abatement. 
 
POLICE REPORT:  In the past five years there have been two reported police incidents at this 
location including other destruction of property and miscellaneous report.   
 
FORMAL CONDEMNATION ACTION INITIATED: June 12, 2014  
 
RECENT DEVELOPMENTS:  No repairs made.  The structure is secure.   
 
HISTORIC PRESERVATION REPORT: No impact 
 
OWNER'S PAST CDM HISTORY:  None 
 
BOARD OF C.S.&A. RECOMMENDATION:  At the August 4, 2014, BCSA hearing There was no 
one present as a representative for this property.  Approximately 30 x 40 feet in size, this is a two-story 
wood frame dwelling. Vacant and open, this structure has been damaged by fire. It has a deteriorated 
composition roof with holes; fire damaged vinyl siding; charred framing members; deteriorated wood 
trim; and the interior has been badly damaged by fire.  
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Following the recommendation of MABCD staff, Board Member Redford made a motion to submit the 
property to the City Council for condemnation, with ten days to begin razing the structure and ten days to 
complete the demolition. Board Member Willenberg seconded the motion. The motion passed. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION/REMARKS:  Adopt the recommendation of the Board of Code 
Standards and Appeals.  However, any extensions to repairs would be providing that all provisions of 
City Council Policy 33 are complied with.  If any of these conditions are not met, staff is directed to 
proceed to let for bids to demolish the structure. 
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          Agenda Item No. VI-1 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 
 

TO:   Wichita Housing Authority Board  
 
SUBJECT: Public Hearing – 2015-2019 Wichita Housing Authority Five-Year and 

2015Annual Plan 
 
INITIATED BY: Housing and Community Services Department 
 
AGENDA:  Wichita Housing Authority Board (Non-Consent) 
 
              
 
Recommendation: Conduct the public hearing, close the hearing, approve the Wichita Housing Authority 
(WHA) 2015-2019 Five-Year and 2015 Annual Agency Plan, and authorize the necessary signatures to 
certify the Plan for submission to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development. 
 
Background: On October 21, 1998, the Quality Housing and Work Responsibility Act of 1998 
(QHWRA) was signed into law as a part of the FY 1999 Appropriations Bill. One provision of the Act is 
the mandate for public housing authorities to prepare a Five-Year Plan and an annual operating plan. Both 
plans govern the Public Housing and Housing Choice Voucher programs and must include at a minimum: 
information on the housing needs of the locality; population served; method of rent determination; general 
operating policies and procedures; unmet housing needs of families with incomes less than 30 percent of 
median income; and efforts to coordinate programs. 
 
The WHA is required to obtain input into the plan from the Tenant Advisory Board and to hold a public 
hearing before the Housing Authority Board. In the event the Housing Authority Board receives written 
or oral comments from the public that are deemed significant enough to amend the Plan, the Housing 
Authority Board may amend the plan and certify it plan as amended. After the Housing Authority Board 
considers comments submitted at the hearing and approves the WHA Five-Year and Annual Plans as 
prepared or with amendments, WHA staff will electronically transmit them and other required documents 
and certifications to HUD. 
 
Analysis: The proposed WHA Five-Year and 2015, Annual Agency Plan has two modifications from the 
existing 2014 Annual Plan. In 2015 the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher (HCV) program will modify 
its wait list by removing all preferences when serving families on its wait list. Currently the program 
gives preference to working families.  Secondly, the Five-Year Plan includes an option for the Public 
Housing division to consider disposing of some or all of the scattered site single-family housing stock 
identified as AMP 4. That option is under consideration as a cost savings measure; however there are a 
number of impact factors to be considered.  One such factor is the impact of eliminating very low cost 
housing on the community with no guaranty that a buyer will continue to offer them to low-moderate 
income families. HUD would have to authorize the disposition of any property should that option be 
pursued. 
 
WHA staff presented the Five-Year and Annual Plan to the Tenant Advisory Board on September 10, 
2014 and received unanimous approval.  
 
Financial Considerations: There are no General Funds associated with the Five-Year and 2015 Annual 
Plan. 
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Legal Considerations: Submitting the Five-Year and 2015 Annual Plan will bring the WHA into 
compliance with the Quality Housing and Work Responsibility Act of 1998. The Law Department has 
reviewed and approved the certifications as to form. 
 
Recommendation/Action: It is recommended that the Wichita Housing Authority Board conduct the 
public hearing, close the hearing, approve the Wichita Housing Authority 2015-2019 Five-Year and 2015 
Annual Agency Plan, and authorize the necessary signatures to certify the Plan for submission to the U.S. 
Department of Housing and Urban Development. 
 
Attachments: 
2015-2019 WHA Five-Year Plan and 2015 Annual Agency Plan 
2015 Agency Plan Elements 
HUD-50075.2 Capital Fund Program Five-Year Plan 
PHA Certification of Compliance with PHA Plan and Related Regulations 
Certification for a Drug-Free Workplace 
Certification of Payments to Influence Federal Transactions 
Disclosure of Lobbying Activities 
Civil Rights Certification 
Tenant Advisory Board Comments 
Challenged Elements 
Certification of Consistency with the Consolidated Plan 
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                                                                                                        Page 1 of 47                                        form HUD-50075 (4/2008) 
 

PHA 5-Year and 

Annual Plan 

U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 

Development 

Office of Public and Indian Housing 

OMB No. 2577-0226 

Expires 4/30/2011  

 
1.0 

 

PHA Information 

PHA Name:  The City of Wichita Housing Authority                                                                      PHA Code: ks004 

PHA Type:       Small                   High Performing                         Standard                      HCV (Section 8) 

PHA Fiscal Year Beginning: (MM/YYYY): 01/2015  
 

2.0 

 

Inventory (based on ACC units at time of FY beginning in 1.0 above) 

Number of PH units:   578                                     Number of HCV units:   2,573   
  

3.0 

 

Submission Type 

 5-Year and Annual Plan                   Annual Plan Only                 5-Year Plan Only   

4.0 

 
PHA Consortia                                      PHA Consortia: (Check box if submitting a joint Plan and complete table below.) 

 

Participating PHAs  
PHA  
Code 

Program(s) Included in the 
Consortia 

Programs Not in the 
Consortia 

No. of Units in Each 

Program 

PH HCV 

PHA 1:       

PHA 2:      

PHA 3:      

5.0 

 

5-Year Plan. Complete items 5.1 and 5.2 only at 5-Year Plan update. 
 

5.1 Mission.  State the PHA’s Mission for serving the needs of low-income, very low-income, and extremely low income families in the PHA’s 

jurisdiction for the next five years:  

 

To promote adequate and affordable housing, economic opportunity and a suitable living environment free from discrimination. 

 

5.2 

 

Goals and Objectives.  Identify the PHA’s quantifiable goals and objectives that will enable the PHA to serve the needs of low-income and very 
low-income, and extremely low-income families for the next five years.  Include a report on the progress the PHA has made in meeting the goals 

and objectives described in the previous 5-Year Plan. 

 

See Section 5.2 that follows the template 

 

6.0 

 

 

 

 

 

PHA Plan Update 

 

(a) Identify all  PHA Plan elements that have been revised by the PHA since its last Annual Plan submission: 

 Section 1(B)(4)1&2 Housing Choice Voucher Wait List – removed all preferences. Applicants are selected by Date and Time only.  

 Section 3(A)(2) Public Housing Flat Rent method of determination 

 
(b) Identify the specific location(s) where the public may obtain copies of the 5-Year and Annual PHA Plan.  For a complete list of PHA Plan 

elements, see Section 6.0 of the instructions. 

 Wichita Housing Authority office at 332 N. Riverview, Wichita KS 

 Wichita Housing Authority website: http://www.wichita.gov/Government/Departments/Housing/Pages/PublicHousing.aspx  

 

 

7.0 

 

 

Hope VI, Mixed Finance Modernization or Development, Demolition and/or Disposition, Conversion of Public Housing, Homeownership 

Programs, and Project-based Vouchers.  Include statements related to these programs as applicable. 

 

See Section 7.0 that follows the template 

 

8.0 

 

Capital Improvements.  Please complete Parts 8.1 through 8.3, as applicable. 

 

See Section 8.0 that follows the template 

 

8.1 

 

 

Capital Fund Program Annual Statement/Performance and Evaluation Report.  As part of the PHA 5-Year and Annual Plan, annually 

complete and submit the Capital Fund Program Annual Statement/Performance and Evaluation Report, form HUD-50075.1, for each current and 

open CFP grant and CFFP financing. 

 

The Capital Fund Program Final Rule 10/24/13 decoupled the PHA Plan and the Capital Fund Program. Annual statements are no longer 

required to be included with the PHA Plan nor submitted to HUD with the PHA Plan. WHA has copies of the most recent Annual 

Statements for CFP grants 2011, 2012, 2013 and 2014 on file and available for public viewing. 

 

8.2 

 

 

Capital Fund Program Five-Year Action Plan.  As part of the submission of the Annual Plan, PHAs must complete and submit the Capital Fund 

Program Five-Year Action Plan, form HUD-50075.2, and subsequent annual updates (on a rolling basis, e.g., drop current year, and add latest year 
for a five year period).  Large capital items must be included in the Five-Year Action Plan.  
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8.3 

 

 

Capital Fund Financing Program (CFFP).   
 Check if the PHA proposes to use any portion of its Capital Fund Program (CFP)/Replacement Housing Factor (RHF) to repay debt incurred to 

finance capital improvements. 

 

9.0 

 

 

 

 

 

Housing Needs.  Based on information provided by the applicable Consolidated Plan, information provided by HUD, and other generally available 

data, make a reasonable effort to identify the housing needs of the low-income, very low-income, and extremely low-income families who reside in 
the jurisdiction served by the PHA, including elderly families, families with disabilities, and households of various races and ethnic groups, and 

other families who are on the public housing and Section 8 tenant-based assistance waiting lists. The identification of housing needs must address 

issues of affordability, supply, quality, accessibility, size of units, and location.  
 

See Section 9.0 that follows the template 

 

 

9.1  

 

 

 

Strategy for Addressing Housing Needs.  Provide a brief description of the PHA’s strategy for addressing the housing needs of families in the 

jurisdiction and on the waiting list in the upcoming year.  Note:  Small, Section 8 only, and High Performing PHAs complete only for Annual 

Plan submission with the 5-Year Plan. 

 

See Section 9.1 that follows the template 

 

10.0 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Additional Information.  Describe the following, as well as any additional information HUD has requested.   

 

(a)  Progress in Meeting Mission and Goals.  Provide a brief statement of the PHA’s progress in meeting the mission and goals described in the 5-  
      Year Plan.   

(b)  Significant Amendment and Substantial Deviation/Modification.  Provide the PHA’s definition of “significant amendment” and “substantial  

      deviation/modification” 
 

See Section 10.0 that follows the template 

 

 

11.0 

 

 
 

 

 

Required Submission for HUD Field Office Review.   In addition to the PHA Plan template (HUD-50075), PHAs must submit the following 

documents.  Items (a) through (g) may be submitted with signature by mail or electronically with scanned signatures, but electronic submission is 

encouraged.  Items (h) through (i) must be attached electronically with the PHA Plan.  Note:  Faxed copies of these documents will not be accepted 
by the Field Office. 

 

(a)  Form HUD-50077, PHA Certifications of Compliance with the PHA Plans and Related Regulations (which includes all  certifications relating 
to Civil Rights) 

(b)  Form HUD-50070, Certification for a Drug-Free Workplace (PHAs receiving CFP grants only) 

(c)  Form HUD-50071, Certification of Payments to Influence Federal Transactions (PHAs receiving CFP grants only) 
(d)  Form SF-LLL, Disclosure of Lobbying Activities (PHAs receiving CFP grants only) 

 (f)  Resident Advisory Board (RAB) comments.  Comments received from the RAB must be submitted by the PHA as an attachment to the PHA 

Plan.  PHAs must also include a narrative describing their analysis of the recommendations and the decisions made on these recommendations. 
(g)  Challenged Elements 

 (i)  Form HUD-50075.2, Capital Fund Program Five-Year Action Plan (PHAs receiving CFP grants only) 

  

 

 

 

Section 5.0 
 

 
5.1 Mission Statement 
To promote adequate and affordable housing, economic opportunity and a suitable living 
environment free from discrimination. 
5.2 Goals and Objectives for 2015-2019 
Goals and Objectives.  Identify the PHA’s quantifiable goals and objectives that will enable the 
PHA to serve the needs of low-income and very low-income, and extremely low-income families 
for the next five years.  Include a report on the progress the PHA has made in meeting the goals 
and objectives described in the previous 5-Year Plan. 

 Expand the supply of affordable housing by applying for additional rental vouchers with 
adequate administrative funds and reduce public housing vacancies; 
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 Improve the quality of management performance as monitored by Public Housing 
Assessment System and Section Eight Management Assessment Program scores; 

 Bring higher income public housing households into lower income developments and, 
promote income mixing in Section 8 housing, and designated housing for the elderly; 

 Promote self-sufficiency by increasing the percentage of employed persons in assisted 
housing, attracting supportive services to improve assisted clients’ employability and 
independence for the elderly and disabled;  

 Limit public housing to persons at or below 80% of the area median income; 

 Increase economic sustainability by helping families living in Section 8 and public housing 
achieve economic security through Individual and Family Development activities and 
introduce youths age 14 & 15 to a culture of work through summer youth employment and 
job skills training;  

 Ensure equal opportunity and affirmatively further fair housing. 
 

Progress in achieving 2010-2014 Goals and Objectives: 
Housing Choice Voucher Program 

 Is currently operating at 95% occupancy. 

 Was designated as a High Performing program for 2013. 

 Successfully promoted income mixing by leasing lower income families into higher 
income developments. 

 Applied for and was awarded additional 100 Veterans Supportive Housing (VASH) 
vouchers; 

 Recruits supportive services to improve assistance for recipients in the Family Self 
Sufficiency program; 

 Develops relationships with supportive service providers to increase independence for 
the elderly and families with disabilities through the Family Self Sufficiency Coordinator 
Grant 

 Takes affirmative measures to ensure equal opportunity in housing regardless of race, 
color, religion, national origin, sex, familial status and disability. 

 
Public Housing Program 

 Improved dwelling units with capital fund grants over the last five years with new 
chillers in our two high rise buildings, new HVAC units in all single family dwellings, 
replaced original windows in 46 single family dwelling units with energy conserving 
windows, and rehabilitated 5 single-family units. 

 Maintained an annual average occupancy of 93%. 

 During the last three summers (2012 – 2014), WHA trained 14 & 15 year olds whose 
parents/guardians receive housing assistance, how to earn and save their own money 
learn how to work through summer youth employment program. Each year was more 
successful and rewarding than the previous year. The 2012 program had 82 youth, 2013 
began with 87 youth, and 2014 started with had 96 youth.  

 Administered ROSS grants to fund a service coordinator for seniors living in 226 public 
housing units. 
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 Achieved standard rating on PHAS score. 
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Section 7.0 Disposition 
 
Disposition 
 
Wichita Housing Authority (WHA) will consider cost cutting measures such as reduction of 
scattered site housing inventory for those properties with higher maintenance costs.  That 
option would require consideration of various impacts on the program and the impact of 
reducing the amount of affordable housing in the Wichita community.  Should the WHA decide 
to proceed with disposition, an application would be made to the HUD Special Applications 
Center to sell up to 159 properties in AMP 4 during the term of this five-year plan (2015-2019).  
 
 
PIC # 
471154 

 
Unit 
3604 

 
 

E 

 
Address 
13TH 

 
BR # 

2 
Accessibility Level 

415001 1739 E 24TH 2  

471179 2318 W 33RD ST S 2  

471164 2229 E 53RD ST S 2  

471184 2236 E 53RD ST S 2  

471153 2616 E 8TH 3  

471155 3812 E 8TH 2  

414001 1208 E ALTA 2  

404956 1501  BERKELEY 6  

404957 1507  BERKELEY 4  

404958 1515  BERKELEY 5  

404959 1521  BERKELEY 4  

404960 1527  BERKELEY 6 Fully ADA Accessibility 

404961 1601  BERKELEY 4  

404962 1607  BERKELEY 5  

404963 1615  BERKELEY 4  

404964 1621  BERKELEY 6  

471171 3524 S BONN 3  

404965 1620  CATALINA 5  

404966 1614  CATALINA 4  

404967 1608  CATALINA 5  

404968 1602  CATALINA 4  

404969 1526  CATALINA 5  

404970 1520  CATALINA 4  

404971 1514  CATALINA 5  

404972 1508  CATALINA 4  

404973 1502  CATALINA 4  

404974 1501  CATALINA 6  

404975 1507  CATALINA 4  

404976 1515  CATALINA 5  

404977 1521  CATALINA 4  

404979 1601  CATALINA 4  

404980 1607  CATALINA 5  

404981 1613  CATALINA 4  

404982 1621  CATALINA 6  

404978 1527  CATALINA 6  
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416003 2511 N CHAUTAUQUA 3 Fully ADA Accessible 

404983 1620  DEL MAR 4  

404984 1614  DEL MAR 5  

404985 1608  DEL MAR 4  

404986 1602  DEL MAR 5  

404987 1528  DEL MAR 4  

404988 1522  DEL MAR 4  

404989 1516  DEL MAR 4  

404990 1506  DEL MAR 5  

404991 1502  DEL MAR 4  

404992 1501  DEL MAR 6 Fully ADA Accessible 

404993 1507  DEL MAR 4  

404994 1513  DEL MAR 5  

404995 1521  DEL MAR 4  

404996 1527  DEL MAR 6  

404997 1601  DEL MAR 4  

404998 1607  DEL MAR 5  

404999 1613  DEL MAR 4  

441000 1621  DEL MAR 6  

471187 3132 W DORA 2  

471138 4712 S ELLIS 2  

471145 3330  EUCLID 3  

471177 2047 S EUCLID 2  

471139 1647  FAULDERS LANE 2  

471165 1631 S FERN 3  
   

404904 6901  FRAZIER LANE 4 Fully ADA Accessible  
  

404905 6915  FRAZIER LANE 5  
   

404906 6923  FRAZIER LANE 4  
   

404907 6937  FRAZIER LANE 4  
   

404908 7001  FRAZIER LANE 4  
   

404909 7015  FRAZIER LANE 6  
   

404910 7025  FRAZIER LANE 5  
   

404911 7031  FRAZIER LANE 4  
   

404912 7037  FRAZIER LANE 4  
   

404931 7036  FRAZIER LANE 5  
   

404932 7028  FRAZIER LANE 6  
   

404933 7022  FRAZIER LANE 6 Fully ADA Accessible 
   

404934 7014  FRAZIER LANE 4  
   

404935 7002  FRAZIER LANE 5  
   

404916 7050  FREEMAN LANE   4             4  

404917 7042  FREEMAN LANE 4  

404918 7034  FREEMAN LANE 5  

404919 7028  FREEMAN LANE 6  

404920 7022  FREEMAN LANE 4  

404921 7014  FREEMAN LANE 4  

404922 7002  FREEMAN LANE 5  

471159 2640  GENTRY 3  
   

471178 1547  GENTRY 2  
   

471170 2165 S GOLD 2  
   

471169 1348 S GORDON 2  
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416001 1212 N GREEN 3 Fully ADA Accessible 
   

471180 1545 N HARVARD 2  
   

404936 2302 W HASKELL 5  
   

404937 2308 W HASKELL 6  
   

404938 2314 W HASKELL 4  
   

404939 2320 W HASKELL 5  
   

404940 2402 W HASKELL 4  
   

404941 2410 W HASKELL 4  
   

404942 2416 W HASKELL 6  
   

404943 2422 W HASKELL 4  
   

404944 2428 W HASKELL 5  
   

404945 2434 W HASKELL 4  
   

471176 2205 S HIRAM 3  
   

471182 5224 S HYDRAULIC 3  
   

413005 3251 S KNIGHT 3  
   

471148 3615  LAVON 3 Fully ADA Accessible 
   

414002 3402 S LEONINE 3  
   

471168 1837  LITCHFIELD 2  
   

471146 1646 N LORRAINE 2  
   

416002 2930 E MAPLEWOOD 3 Fully ADA Accessible 
   

413001 1204 W MARLBORO 3  
   

413002 3143 S MARTINSON 3  
   

471143 2002 E MURDOCK 2  
   

413003 840  NEVADA 3  
   

404923 7001 W NEWELL 4  
   

404925 7023 W NEWELL 4  
   

404926 7029 W NEWELL 5  
   

404927 7035 W NEWELL 4  
   

404924 7015 W NEWELL 6  
   

413004 2116 S OSAGE 3  
   

471161 3314 S PALISADE 3  
   

471149 2526 N PIATT 2  
   

471156 2054 N PIATT 2  
   

471151 2707 N POPLAR 2  
   

471160 2002 S POPLAR 2  
   

471158 546 S RICHMOND 2  
   

404946 2301 S SAINT CLAIR 4  
   

404947 2307 S SAINT CLAIR 6  
   

404948 2313 S SAINT CLAIR 4  
   

404949 2319 S SAINT CLAIR 5  
   

404950 2325 S SAINT CLAIR 4  
   

404952 2337 S SAINT CLAIR 4  
   

404953 2302 S SAINT CLAIR 5  
   

404954 2308 S SAINT CLAIR 4  
   

404955 2326 S SAINT CLAIR 6  
   

404951 2331 S SAINT CLAIR 5  
   

414003 1213  SELMA 2  
   

414004 1325  SELMA 2  
   

471150 1752  SENECA CT 3  
   

471140 1329 N SPRUCE 2  
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471147 2644 N SPRUCE 2  
   

471144 2620  STADIUM 3  
   

404901 551  SUMMITLAWN 4  
   

404902 545  SUMMITLAWN 6 Fully ADA Accessible  
  

404903 539  SUMMITLAWN 5  
   

404913 522  SUMMITLAWN 4  
   

404914 514  SUMMITLAWN 6  
   

404915 502  SUMMITLAWN 5  
   

404928 550  SUMMITLAWN 4  
   

404929 544  SUMMITLAWN 5  
   

404930 538  SUMMITLAWN 4  
   

471183 2528  TWIN OAKS DR 2  
   

471157 306 S VASSAR 2  
   

471163 4702  VESTA DR 2  
   

471175 4320  VESTA DR 2  
   

471141 2944 S VINE 3  
   

471174 4616 S VINE 2  
   

471166 550 S VOLUTSIA 3  
   

471152 2350 S WALNUT 2  
   

471167 2928 S WALNUT 3  
   

471186 3243 S WICHITA 3 Fully ADA Accessible 
   

471162 1659  WOODLAND 3  
   

471142 5902 E ZIMMERLY 2 Fully ADA Accessible 
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Section 8.0 
Capital Fund Program Five-Year Action Plan Items 

 
WHA based its 2014 – 2018 five-year action plan on the 2014 CFP grant award of $720,524. The 
Housing Authority updates its five-year action plan annually using the last CFP award as the 
basis for the budget. Our goal is to maintain our properties in the most cost effective way 
possible which includes operating costs. For that reason most of our planned improvements will 
be energy efficiency upgrades which stem from the five year energy audit we completed in 
2013. WHA elects to have a rolling five-year action plan.  
 
The WHA Tenant Advisory Board approved the 2014-2018 CFP Five-year Action Plan on 
September 11, 2013 and it was approved by the WHA Board on October 1, 2013. It was 
submitted to HUD at the same time as that we sent our 2014 Annual Plan. Planned 
improvements: 
 
KS004000001: Greenway Manor - 86 units and McLean Manor – 90 units  
Modifying or replacing windows  
Replacing two 125 gallon domestic hot waters  
Replacing existing hall way lights with energy efficient lighting 
Installing new kitchen cabinets in 46 apartments 
Sealing one roof 
Painting one high rise building 
 
KS004000002: Rosa Gragg – 32 garden apartments and Bernice Hutcherson – 18 garden 
apartments 
Replacing existing lighting with energy efficient lighting in apartments and common areas 
 
KS004000003: 193 scattered site single-family units  
Replace existing windows in 52 units with energy star rated windows 
Fully or partially rehabilitate 10 units 
Site improvements at 17 units including fencing or dead tree removal  
 
KS004000004: 159 scattered site single-family units 
Replace existing windows in 18 units 
Fully or partially rehabilitate 79 vacant units 
Install new roofs on roof replacements. 
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Section 9.0 
Housing Needs Assessment 

 
Needs Assessment Overview 
Data in this section is from 2000 and 2010 Census records, American Community Survey 2006-
2010 (ACS) the 2006-2010 Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS), the 2013 
Point in Time Count and the 2014 Public Housing Residents Survey.  The following summary 
represents conclusions based on an analysis of the data, interviews and discussions with service 
providers. 
 
Housing Needs Assessment – The most common housing needs of Wichita households are 
related to cost burden.  The CHAS data reports 37,305 households (25%) of the City's total 
households have a cost burden of 30 percent or more; 18,365 households have a cost burden 
greater than 50 percent.  African Americans, American Indian/Alaskan Natives, and Hispanics 
experience these issues at higher rates than the jurisdiction as a whole.  
 
Disproportionately Greater Need – HUD defines a disproportionately greater housing need 
when the members of a racial or ethnic group at a given income level experience housing 
problems at a greater rate (10 percent or more) than any other income level as a whole. While 
no groups meet the HUD threshold for disproportionately greater need, there are populations 
whose needs exceed that of the total population at less than 10 percent.  
 
Public Housing – The Wichita Housing Authority (WHA) Public Housing units are well 
maintained and operated efficiently.  There is a much greater demand for this housing than can 
be met with the current inventory of 578 units and the Housing Authority has no financial 
capacity to acquire and maintain additional units.  It is anticipated that the number of families 
and individuals on the waiting list will continue to hover around 1,000, however the largest 
number of applicants need three-bedroom units. There are very few large families on the wait 
list and none currently that qualify for five-bedroom or larger units. 
 
Section 8 – The WHA Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher program administers over 2,500 
tenant-based vouchers, valued at just under $12M.  The program has widespread appeal 
because it offers voucher-holders a choice as to where they live.  The demand for this program 
is such that the waiting list closed in 2010 after reaching over 4,000 applicants.  The list 
reopened in January, 2014.  
 
Homeless – Based on the jurisdiction's 2013 Point-In-Time survey, approximately 550 
individuals experience homelessness on any given night, with 86 percent of them accessing 
shelter.  African Americans, Native Americans, and White Non-Hispanic persons experienced 
homelessness at a higher rate than any other racial or ethnic group according to the 2013 
survey.  
 
Non-Homeless Special Needs Populations – The elderly and frail elderly, persons with severe 
mental illness, those with physical and developmental disabilities, and persons addicted to 
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alcohol and/or drugs have special housing needs.  Most require a variety of support services to 
help them remain independent and with a high quality of life.  Service providers report a lack of 
sufficient resources to address the unique housing needs of these populations.  
 
Summary of Housing Needs 
Renter-occupied households earning between 0-30 percent of the Area Median Income (AMI) 
are most likely to experience one or more housing problems including: substandard housing, 
overcrowding, and cost burden. Low-income renters are more likely to experience severe cost 
burden by paying 30 percent or more of their income on housing compared to other renter-
occupied income levels in the jurisdiction.  
 
Owner-occupied households earning between 50-80 percent of AMI are most likely to 
experience one or more housing problems including:  substandard housing, overcrowding, and 
cost burden.  CHAS data suggests that homeowner households living above the poverty level 
account for the majority of owner occupied households with housing needs.  
 
According to 2006-2010 ACS data, Wichita has a total of 166,470 housing units with a vacancy 
rate of 9.68 percent. Following is a list of housing units by structure type: 
 
    1-unit detached total 113,090 units 
    1-unit attached total 6,728 units 
    Structures with 2 to 19 units total 29,139 units 
    Structures with 20 or more units total 12,110 units 
    Structures such as mobile homes, RVs, etc. total 5,403 units 
 

Demographics Base Year:  2000 Most Recent Year:  2010 % Change 

Population 344,284 373,725 9% 

Households 139,127 150,353 8% 

Median 
Income $39,939.00 $44,360.00 11% 

Table 1 - Housing Needs Assessment Demographics 
 

Data 
Source: 

2000 Census (Base Year), 2006-2010 ACS (Most Recent Year) 

 

173



                                                        

 

 

                                                                                                        Page 12 of 47                                        form HUD-50075 

(4/2008) 

 

 

Number of Households Table 

 0-30% 
HAMFI 

>30-50% 
HAMFI 

>50-80% 
HAMFI 

>80-
100% 

HAMFI 

>100% 
HAMFI 

Total Households * 19,140 18,700 28,305 16,830 67,380 

Small Family Households * 5,950 6,170 10,010 6,785 35,285 

Large Family Households * 1,195 1,695 2,525 1,695 6,545 

Household contains at least one 
person 62-74 years of age 2,335 2,310 4,280 2,335 10,620 

Household contains at least one 
person age 75 or older 2,370 3,505 3,590 1,755 4,520 

Households with one or more 
children 6 years old or younger * 4,045 4,435 5,430 3,035 8,090 

* the highest income category for these family types is >80% HAMFI 

Table 2 - Total Households Table 
Data 
Source: 

2006-2010 CHAS 
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Housing Needs Summary Tables 
1. Housing Problems (Households with one of the listed needs) 

 Renter-occupied Owner-occupied 

0-
30% 
AMI 

>30-
50% 
AMI 

>50-
80% 
AMI 

>80-
100% 
AMI 

Total 0-
30% 
AMI 

>30-
50% 
AMI 

>50-
80% 
AMI 

>80-
100% 
AMI 

Total 

NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS 

Substandard 
Housing - 
Lacking 
complete 
plumbing or 
kitchen 
facilities 245 145 225 55 670 65 55 155 40 315 

Severely 
Overcrowded 
- With >1.51 
people per 
room (and 
complete 
kitchen and 
plumbing) 245 165 140 35 585 35 10 55 10 110 

Overcrowded 
- With 1.01-
1.5 people per 
room (and 
none of the 
above 
problems) 275 495 325 205 1,300 80 350 410 190 1,030 

Housing cost 
burden 
greater than 
50% of 
income (and 
none of the 
above 
problems) 9,250 1,995 370 20 11,635 2,945 1,825 1,125 275 6,170 
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 Renter-occupied Owner-occupied 

0-
30% 
AMI 

>30-
50% 
AMI 

>50-
80% 
AMI 

>80-
100% 
AMI 

Total 0-
30% 
AMI 

>30-
50% 
AMI 

>50-
80% 
AMI 

>80-
100% 
AMI 

Total 

Housing cost 
burden 
greater than 
30% of 
income (and 
none of the 
above 
problems) 2,010 5,710 3,365 375 11,460 985 1,950 4,080 1,870 8,885 

Zero/negative 
Income (and 
none of the 
above 
problems) 735 0 0 0 735 465 0 0 0 465 

Table 3 – Housing Problems Table 
Data 
Source: 

2006-2010 CHAS 

 
2. Housing Problems 2 (Households with one or more Severe Housing Problems: Lacks kitchen 
or complete plumbing, severe overcrowding, severe cost burden) 

 Renter-occupied Owner-occupied 

0-30% 
AMI 

>30-
50% 
AMI 

>50-
80% 
AMI 

>80-
100% 
AMI 

Total 0-
30% 
AMI 

>30-
50% 
AMI 

>50-
80% 
AMI 

>80-
100% 
AMI 

Total 

NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS 

Having 1 
or more of 
four 
housing 
problems 10,015 2,800 1,060 315 14,190 3,130 2,235 1,745 515 7,625 

Having 
none of 
four 
housing 
problems 3,170 8,320 12,375 5,815 29,680 1,630 5,340 13,125 10,185 30,280 
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 Renter-occupied Owner-occupied 

0-30% 
AMI 

>30-
50% 
AMI 

>50-
80% 
AMI 

>80-
100% 
AMI 

Total 0-
30% 
AMI 

>30-
50% 
AMI 

>50-
80% 
AMI 

>80-
100% 
AMI 

Total 

Household 
has 
negative 
income, 
but none 
of the 
other 
housing 
problems 735 0 0 0 735 465 0 0 0 465 

Table 4 – Housing Problems 2 
Data 
Source: 

2006-2010 CHAS 

 
3. Cost Burden > 30% 

 Renter-occupied Owner-occupied 

0-30% 
AMI 

>30-
50% 
AMI 

>50-
80% 
AMI 

Total 0-30% 
AMI 

>30-
50% 
AMI 

>50-
80% 
AMI 

Total 

NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS 

Small 
Related 4,330 3,280 1,820 9,430 1,200 1,230 2,425 4,855 

Large 
Related 655 580 215 1,450 380 585 545 1,510 

Elderly 1,640 1,235 660 3,535 1,490 1,155 1,270 3,915 

Other 5,275 3,050 1,115 9,440 1,015 1,030 1,125 3,170 

Total need 
by income 

11,900 8,145 3,810 23,855 4,085 4,000 5,365 13,450 

Table 5 – Cost Burden > 30% 
Data 
Source: 

2006-2010 CHAS 
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4. Cost Burden > 50% 

 Renter-occupied Owner-occupied 

0-30% 
AMI 

>30-
50% 
AMI 

>50-
80% 
AMI 

Total 0-30% 
AMI 

>30-
50% 
AMI 

>50-
80% 
AMI 

Total 

NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS 

Small Related 3,710 1,000 115 4,825 950 635 560 2,145 

Large Related 465 150 0 615 270 220 65 555 

Elderly 1,210 520 200 1,930 925 460 370 1,755 

Other 4,360 410 75 4,845 910 540 245 1,695 

Total need by 
income 

9,745 2,080 390 12,215 3,055 1,855 1,240 6,150 

Table 6 – Cost Burden > 50% 
Data  2006-2010 CHAS 
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5. Crowding (More than one person per room) 

 Renter-occupied Owner-occupied 

0-
30% 
AMI 

>30-
50% 
AMI 

>50-
80% 
AMI 

>80-
100% 
AMI 

Total 0-
30% 
AMI 

>30-
50% 
AMI 

>50-
80% 
AMI 

>80-
100% 
AMI 

Total 

NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS 

Single family 
households 430 570 410 125 1,535 90 290 350 144 874 

Multiple, 
unrelated family 
households 19 10 65 115 209 25 75 115 54 269 

Other, non-
family 
households 70 80 35 0 185 0 0 0 0 0 

Total need by 
income 

519 660 510 240 1,929 115 365 465 198 1,143 

Table 7 – Crowding Information – 1/2 
Data 
Source: 

2006-2010 CHAS 

 

 Renter-occupied Owner-occupied 

0-
30% 
AMI 

>30-
50% 
AMI 

>50-
80% 
AMI 

Total 0-
30% 
AMI 

>30-
50% 
AMI 

>50-
80% 
AMI 

Total 

Households with 
Children Present 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Table 8 – Crowding Information – 2/2 
Data Source 
Comments:  

 
Number and type of single person households in need of housing assistance. 
According to 2006-2010 ACS data, there are 373,725 people living in Wichita. Of this total, 
58,226 or more than 15.5 percent of the population is living in poverty. The types of households 
needing housing assistance vary.  Married couple households living in poverty total 4,364; 
single female head of households living in poverty total 6,370; and single male head of 
households living in poverty total 1,664.  
 
According to the U.S. Census Bureau and 2012 ACS 1-Year Estimates, the Poverty Status in the 
Past 12 Months, households with children are the largest subgroup living below the poverty 
level.  Married couple households with children living in poverty total 3,350. Single female 
headed households with children living in poverty total 5,828, while single male headed 
households with children living in poverty total 1,078.  
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The elderly make up one of the fastest growing population groups and many struggle with cost 
burden related to the availability of affordable housing.  Approximately 11.4 percent of the 
city's population is persons aged 65 years and older.  There are approximately 4,700 
households with at least one person aged 62 or older earning between 0-30 percent of the AMI. 
 To meet the needs of the elderly and especially to address the benefits of “aging in place,” 
increased supportive and affordable housing resources are needed for this growing population. 
  
Based on the household types listed, single female head of household families with young 
children have a disproportionately higher need of housing assistance followed closely by the 
elderly and married couples with children respectively. 
 
Estimated number and type of families in need of housing assistance who are disabled or 
victims of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual assault and stalking. 
Disabled Persons-According to the WHA at any given time persons with disabilities comprise of 
approximately half of the total population on the wait list for the Housing Choice Voucher 
(Section 8) program and approximately 44 percent of the total population on the wait list for 
Public Housing.  
 
Community organizations who provide supportive and housing services to individuals with 
developmental and intellectual disabilities struggle to keep up with the needs of the 
populations they serve. There are over 1,000 persons with developmental disabilities on the 
wait list for services in Sedgwick County. Many of those persons are requesting residential 
services. Starkey, Inc. of Wichita houses and provides supportive services for 250 persons in 
properties owned or leased by Starkey and, according to staff, the demand for available 
openings is constant.    
 
Domestic Violence-The Wichita community has experienced a high rate of reported incidents of 
domestic violence, which includes dating violence, sexual assault and stalking. In 2012 the 
Sedgwick County Sheriff’s Department documented 6,626 reports of domestic violence.  In 
2011 the Kansas Bureau of Investigations (KBI) reported 7,039 incidents of domestic violence, 
2,332 Protection from Abuse filings, and 1,274 Protection from Stalking filings in Sedgwick 
County.   
 
Outreach and emergency shelters for victims and families provide a safe haven for those who 
are in the process of emotional recovery from domestic violence incidents and preparation for 
a safe future.  Both of the shelters that serve this population have indicated that, due to space 
limitations, they are unable to provide the support needed to ensure the safety of increasing 
numbers of persons who are fleeing from abuse and, as a result, often have to turn people 
away.  They report that when Wichita shelters are full, persons seeking shelter from violence 
often flee to surrounding cities.  
 
In 2012, the YWCA of Wichita reported sheltering 268 individuals following domestic violence 
incidents; 54 of these individuals were adults with minor children. There were 103 adults 
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without minor children who were in need of housing due to domestic violence during the same 
period.   
 
Catholic Charities of Wichita serves this population through their Harbor House facility.  They 
estimate the need for shelter beds to grow at a rate of one percent per year from 2013 through 
2018 as illustrated in the following chart. This is estimated to increase from 175 families or 
adult women and 175 children in 2014 to 198 families or adult women and 212 children in 
2018. 
 
Availability of safe affordable housing 
Wichita's population has increased from 344,384 in 2000 to 373,725 in 2010.  This equates to a 
9 percent increase according to 2006-2010 ACS data. The city’s population growth reflects a 
trend for families with dependent children to remain in the city. According to the National 
Citizen Survey for the City of Wichita, KS-2012, “Many of the city of Wichita’s residents gave 
favorable ratings to their neighborhood and the community as a place to live”.  The survey also 
reports that 84 percent of those surveyed would remain in the city for the next five years.  
 
The population growth also reflects a need for the housing market to match that growth with a 
variety of housing options for residents.  The most common housing problems reported are 
finding decent and affordable housing.  
 
Families who are renters and earn between 0-30 percent of the AMI continue to struggle to find 
suitable housing options.  The city's lowest income earners find it difficult to locate safe, 
affordable housing despite vacancies in the city’s housing stock.  The lack of safe, affordable 
housing results in many households sharing the same living space.  Ultimately, this creates 
overcrowded living conditions, which can then lead to other housing and interpersonal 
problems. 
 
People want safe neighborhoods to live in. Neighborhood safety is a quality of life 
measurement. A neighborhood may have good and affordable housing, but if violence is 
present including, but not limited to fighting, shootings, gang presence nothing about the area 
is considered safe by the people who live there. Neighborhood safety is not a brick and mortar 
issue and will not be solved unless people take risks and report what they see or know to 
police. 
 
Populations/household types more affected than others by these problems. 
According to 2006-2010 ACS data, renter households are twice as likely to experience higher 
levels of cost burden compared to owner occupied households.  Renters who earn less than 30 
percent of the AMI have a higher cost burden compared to households who earn greater than 
50 percent of AMI.  
 
In addition to single headed households, the City's Housing & Community Services 
Department 2014-2018 Consolidated Plan Public Input Survey identifies the working poor who 
earn minimum wage as the top household type most affected by housing affordability. When 
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asked to select 3 groups who are most in need of affordable housing, the working poor 
earning minimum wage was the top choice while the homeless and single parent families 
round out the three choices. According to the Consolidated Plan Survey, citizens identified jobs, 
reliable transportation, and having safe, affordable housing as the best ways to combat the 
condition of poverty.  
 
In addition to the impact of a growing population on the housing market, Wichita has a large 
amount of housing that was built before 1959 especially in the core areas of the city.  Older 
housing typically lacks the space needed for larger households, and is often functionally 
obsolete in terms of the needs of modern families.  Houses built prior to 1959 also present 
structural challenges with older basic systems (plumbing and electrical) and a high likelihood of 
the presence of lead-based paint. 
 
Characteristics and needs of Low-income individuals and families with children. 
There are a number of factors that place families with children in an imminent risk of residing in 
shelters or becoming unsheltered.  The following list is taken from responses to community 
surveys, information provided by service providers and staff experience in administering 
programs which serve this population.  The following is a summary of factors, characteristics 
and needs of this population.  
 
Parents who lack jobs or who earn less than a living wage are forced to make choices regarding 
housing and other living expenses.  This often leads to overcrowded living situations or housing 
costs which create a significant burden on the household income (greater than 30%).  In 
addition, extremely low income families often face large utility bills, which is usually a result of 
living in housing which is not energy-efficient.    
 
Such families also have insufficient income to provide safe, affordable child care for their 
children and they often lack access to adequate medical care. These factors contribute to a 
cycle of lost employment when these situations interfere with the parent(s)’ ability to maintain 
steady employment.  
Because the Wichita community does not have a robust public transit system, lack of reliable 
transportation also reduces the ability of parents to obtain and maintain employment, so that 
they can afford adequate housing.  
 
For families who own their homes often have needs for repair, weatherization, and energy 
efficient upgrades.  Often such families don’t have the resources through savings, to afford such 
repairs.  
In addition to these external factors there may be are psycho-social conditions which, when left 
untreated, also interfere with the ability of families to access safe and affordable housing.  Such 
conditions include substance abuse, mental illness, developmental disabilities, physical 
disabilities, and domestic violence. Job loss and previous episodes of homelessness also 
contribute to a family’s housing instability. 
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The City of Wichita currently administers the Rapid Re-Housing (RRH) program from its 
Emergency Solutions Grant allocation. In general, assistance is provided for no more than three 
months of future rent and utilities, and/or payment of outstanding utility bill balances up to six 
months in arrears.  The City’s administration of this program is in partnership with community 
agencies which make referrals to the RRH program. Those partner agencies work with their 
clients prior to making the referral for RRH assistance, helping them develop a housing plan 
that will provide steps they need to take to achieve stability following the RRH assistance.  This 
program design ensures to the extent possible, that families are provided support and planning 
services so that they are prepared to maintain their housing independent of RRH support. 
 
Housing characteristics linked with instability and an increased risk of homelessness 
The housing characteristics that have been linked with instability and increased risk of 
homelessness include rent higher than 50 percent of one’s income, low wages, poor previous 
rental history, and high utility costs.  Other non-housing characteristics which lead to instability 
and homelessness include:  populations who have untreated substance abuse and mental 
health conditions; victims of domestic violence and abuse; and unexpected household 
expenses, such as home repairs, health problems, or transportation.  
 
Wichita Public Housing 2014 Tenant Survey. Housing & Community Services Department 
issued a survey to WHA Public Housing tenants in January, 2014, to identify their specific needs 
and concerns.  A summary is below. 
 
1. Which of the following describes your financial situation?  76% report fixed income; 15% 

report no income; and 9% report other income. 

2.  If you could change one thing about your income what would it be?  The majority response 

fell in the ‘other’ category however apply for government benefits and get a job were the 

top two listed responses. 

3. What best describes your current housing situation? 65% report living in public housing, 

11% report living in a Homeless Shelter, 9% report having agency/government subsidized 

rent payments, 5% report living on the streets 

4. If you could change one thing about your living situation what would it be?  The majority 

response was to have their own place, however the second highest response was ‘no 

change’, with a preference to stay where they are.  

 
These responses reflect a need to provide non-housing supports for Public Housing tenants who 
are interested in improving their current housing and/or economic condition. 
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Disproportionate Housing Problems measured among racial groups 
Needs were assessed between racial and/or ethnic groups for disproportionately greater needs 
in comparison to the needs of that category of need as a whole. 
 
HUD defines a disproportionately greater housing need when a racial or ethnic group 
experiences housing problems at a rate greater than 10 percent of the rate for the income level 
as a whole. The 2006-2010 CHAS data table below summarizes the percentage of each 
racial/ethnic group experiencing housing problems by HUD Area Median Family Income (AMI) 
levels.  Housing problems include: 
 
0%-30% of Area Median Income 

Housing Problems 
Incomplete kitchens; incomplete 
plumbing systems; more than one 
person per room; cost burden 
<30% 

Has one or more 
of four housing 

problems 

Has none of the 
four housing 

problems 

Household has 
no/negative 

income, but none 
of the other 

housing 
problems 

Jurisdiction as a whole 17,415 2,045 1,085 

White 10,110 1,440 515 

Black / African American 3,865 350 315 

Asian 565 40 100 

American Indian, Alaska Native 110 4 0 

Pacific Islander 0 0 0 

Hispanic 2,280 155 100 

Table 9 - Disproportionally Greater Need 0 - 30% AMI 
Data 
Source: 

2006-2010 CHAS 

30%-50% of Area Median Income 

Housing Problems 
Incomplete kitchens; incomplete 
plumbing systems; more than one 
person per room; cost burden 
<30% 

Has one or more 
of four housing 

problems 

Has none of the 
four housing 

problems 

Household has 
no/negative 

income, but none 
of the other 

housing 
problems 

Jurisdiction as a whole 11,670 7,355 0 

White 7,270 5,080 0 

Black / African American 2,095 1,075 0 

Asian 230 250 0 

American Indian, Alaska Native 85 80 0 

Pacific Islander 0 0 0 

Hispanic 1,740 735 0 

Table 10 - Disproportionally Greater Need 30 - 50% AMI 
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50%-80% of Area Median Income 

Housing Problems 
Incomplete kitchens; incomplete 
plumbing systems; more than one 
person per room; cost burden 
<30% 

Has one or more 
of four housing 

problems 

Has none of the 
four housing 

problems 

Household has 
no/negative 

income, but none 
of the other 

housing 
problems 

Jurisdiction as a whole 9,335 20,140 0 

White 6,645 14,645 0 

Black / African American 1,155 2,160 0 

Asian 365 515 0 

American Indian, Alaska Native 70 80 0 

Pacific Islander 40 0 0 

Hispanic 850 2,330 0 

Table 11 - Disproportionally Greater Need 50 - 80% AMI 
Data  2006-2010 CHAS 

 
80%-100% of Area Median Income 

Housing Problems 
Incomplete kitchens; incomplete 
plumbing systems; more than one 
person per room; cost burden 
<30% 

Has one or more 
of four housing 

problems 

Has none of the 
four housing 

problems 

Household has 
no/negative 

income, but none 
of the other 

housing 
problems 

Jurisdiction as a whole 2,485 13,620 0 

White 1,865 10,400 0 

Black / African American 180 1,305 0 

Asian 29 455 0 

American Indian, Alaska Native 15 120 0 

Pacific Islander 0 0 0 

Hispanic 390 1,020 0 

Table 12 - Disproportionally Greater Need 80 - 100% AMI 
Data  2006-2010 CHAS 
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REATER NEED: SEVERE HOUSING PROBLEMS  
The following tables detail the incidence of the severe housing problems described above, by 
income, race and ethnicity 
 
0%-30% of Area Median Income 

Severe Housing Problems 
Incomplete kitchens; incomplete 
plumbing systems; more than 1.5 
persons per room; cost burden 
<50% 

Has one or more 
of four housing 

problems 

Has none of the 
four housing 

problems 

Household has 
no/negative 

income, but none 
of the other 

housing 
problems 

Jurisdiction as a whole 13,625 5,835 1,085 

White 7,885 3,665 515 

Black / African American 3,045 1,175 315 

Asian 475 130 100 

American Indian, Alaska Native 70 39 0 

Pacific Islander 0 0 0 

Hispanic 1,755 680 100 

Table 13 – Severe Housing Problems 0 - 30% AMI 
Data 
Source: 

2006-2010 CHAS 

 
30%-50% of Area Median Income 

Severe Housing Problems 
Incomplete kitchens; incomplete 
plumbing systems; more than 1.5 
persons per room; cost burden 
<50% 

Has one or more 
of four housing 

problems 

Has none of the 
four housing 

problems 

Household has 
no/negative 

income, but none 
of the other 

housing 
problems 

Jurisdiction as a whole 4,080 14,950 0 

White 2,335 10,015 0 

Black / African American 790 2,385 0 

Asian 65 420 0 

American Indian, Alaska Native 25 140 0 

Pacific Islander 0 0 0 

Hispanic 800 1,670 0 

Table 14 – Severe Housing Problems 30 - 50% AMI 
Data 
Source: 

2006-2010 CHAS 
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50%-80% of Area Median Income 

Severe Housing Problems 
Incomplete kitchens; incomplete 
plumbing systems; more than 1.5 
persons per room; cost burden 
<50% 

Has one or more 
of four housing 

problems 

Has none of the 
four housing 

problems 

Household has 
no/negative 

income, but none 
of the other 

housing 
problems 

Jurisdiction as a whole 2,520 26,955 0 

White 1,520 19,770 0 

Black / African American 330 2,990 0 

Asian 100 780 0 

American Indian, Alaska Native 4 150 0 

Pacific Islander 0 40 0 

Hispanic 505 2,675 0 

Table 15 – Severe Housing Problems 50 - 80% AMI 
Data  
Source: 

2006-2010 CHAS 

 
80%-100% of Area Median Income 

Severe Housing Problems 
Incomplete kitchens; incomplete 
plumbing systems; more than 1.5 
persons per room; cost burden 
<50% 

Has one or more 
of four housing 

problems 

Has none of the 
four housing 

problems 

Household has 
no/negative 

income, but none 
of the other 

housing 
problems 

Jurisdiction as a whole 665 15,440 0 

White 420 11,840 0 

Black / African American 15 1,470 0 

Asian 4 475 0 

American Indian, Alaska Native 10 125 0 

Pacific Islander 0 0 0 

Hispanic 210 1,200 0 

Table 16 – Severe Housing Problems 80 - 100% AMI 
Data 
Source: 

2006-2010 CHAS 
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DISPROPORTIONATELY GREATER NEED: HOUSING COST BURDENS  
 
Housing Cost Burden 

Housing Cost Burden <=30% 30-50% >50% No / negative 
income (not 
computed) 

Jurisdiction as a whole 105,245 23,265 18,225 1,125 

White 82,815 15,925 11,280 535 

Black / African 
American 8,300 3,305 3,865 315 

Asian 3,845 710 485 120 

American Indian, 
Alaska Native 685 170 90 0 

Pacific Islander 0 40 0 0 

Hispanic 7,910 2,650 2,020 100 

Table 17 – Greater Need: Housing Cost Burdens AMI 
Data 
Source: 

2 006-2010 CHAS 
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Map 1-2012 CPD Maps- Housing Cost Burden City of Wichita 

 
Map 2-2012 CPD Maps- Hispanic Concentration Relative to Housing Cost Burden 

 
Map 3-2012 CPD Maps- African American Concentration Relative to Housing Cost Burden 

 
Map 4-2012 CPD Maps- Asian Concentration Relative to Housing Cost Burden 
 
Table 21-Disproportionately greater need with a cost burden between 30-50% of income exists 
for one racial group. The jurisdiction experiences cost burden at 16 percent compared to Pacific 
Islanders at 100 percent. 
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Disproportionately greater need with a cost burden of 50 percent or greater exists for one 
racial group. Approximately 12 percent of the jurisdiction experiences severe cost burden of 50 
percent compared to approximately 25 percent of African Americans. 
 
Maps labeled 1 through 4 highlight the racial and ethnic concentration relative to the cost 
burden experienced throughout the jurisdiction.  
 
Specific areas or neighborhoods in Wichita with disproportionate needs. 
Maps labeled 1 through 4 highlight the racial and ethnic concentration relative to the cost 
burden experienced throughout the jurisdiction. 
 
Public Housing  
The Wichita Housing Authority has a total of 578 units made up of 226 apartments and 352 
single family homes.  As of December 31, 2013 there were 1,248 families on WHA's public 
housing waiting list, including 550 (or 44 percent) who have indicated having a disability. 
 
As of December 31, 2013 there were 225 families on WHA's Section 8 waiting list and 119 (or 53 
percent) of those who have indicated having a disability. Applicants who have applied 
for Section 8 housing, including those who have transferred from another housing authority 
and VASH (Veteran Affairs Supportive Housing) applicants have an average wait time of 331 
days depending upon on the type of housing needed. Public Housing applicants spend an 
average of 309 days waiting for housing depending on the type of unit needed. The needs of 
public housing residents were identified using a community participant survey. Primary needs 
identified through the survey included affordable and safe housing.  
 
 Totals in Use 

Program Type 

 Certificate Mod-
Rehab 

Public 
Housing 

Vouchers 

Total Project 
-based 

Tenant 
-based 

Special Purpose Voucher 

Veterans 
Affairs 

Supportive 
Housing 

Family 
Unification 

Program 

Disabled 
* 

# of 
units 
vouchers 
in use 0 0 545 2,261 0 2,261 140 13 296 

Table 18 - Public Housing by Program Type 
*includes Non-Elderly Disabled, Mainstream One-Year, Mainstream Five-year, and Nursing 
Home Transition  

 
Alternate Data Source Name: 
Total Number of Units by Program Type 
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Data Source 
Comments: 

Total Number of Units by Program Type as of 12/31/13 according to Wichita 
Housing Authority 

 
 Characteristics of Residents 
 

Program Type 

 Certificate Mod-
Rehab 

Public 
Housing 

Vouchers 

Total Project 
-based 

Tenant 
-based 

Special Purpose 
Voucher 

Veterans 
Affairs 

Supportive 
Housing 

Family 
Unification 

Program 

Average 
Annual 
Income 0 0 13,106 10,293 0 10,300 6,626 12,157 

Average 
length of 
stay 0 0 5 4 0 4 0 10 

Average 
Household 
size 0 0 2 2 0 2 1 3 

# Homeless 
at 
admission 0 0 1 30 0 4 26 0 

# of Elderly 
Program 
Participants 
(>62) 0 0 132 262 0 243 5 3 

# of 
Disabled 
Families 0 0 178 900 0 814 16 17 

# of 
Families 
requesting 
accessibility 
features 0 0 526 2,450 0 2,272 72 34 

# of 
HIV/AIDS 
program 
participants 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

# of DV 
victims 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
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Table 19 – Characteristics of Public Housing Residents by Program Type  
 

Data 
Source: 

PIC (PIH Information Center) 

 
 Race of Residents 

Program Type 

Race Certificate Mod-
Rehab 

Public 
Housing 

Vouchers 

Total Project 
-based 

Tenant 
-based 

Special Purpose Voucher 

Veterans 
Affairs 

Supportive 
Housing 

Family 
Unification 

Program 

Disabled 
* 

White 0 0 212 867 0 772 45 14 29 

Black/African 
American 0 0 295 1,489 0 1,412 24 19 24 

Asian 0 0 12 37 0 33 2 0 0 

American 
Indian/Alaska 
Native 0 0 7 56 0 54 1 1 0 

Pacific 
Islander 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 

Other 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

*includes Non-Elderly Disabled, Mainstream One-Year, Mainstream Five-year, and Nursing 
Home Transition 

Table 20 – Race of Public Housing Residents by Program Type 
Data 
Source 

PIC (PIH Information Center) 

Ethnicity of Residents 

Program Type 

Ethnicity Certificate Mod-
Rehab 

Public 
Housing 

Vouchers 

Total Project 
-based 

Tenant 
-based 

Special Purpose Voucher 

Veterans 
Affairs 

Supportive 
Housing 

Family 
Unification 

Program 

Disabled 
* 

Hispanic 0 0 41 144 0 135 3 3 3 

Not 
Hispanic 0 0 485 2,306 0 2,137 69 31 50 

*includes Non-Elderly Disabled, Mainstream One-Year, Mainstream Five-year, and Nursing 
Home Transition 

Table 21 – Ethnicity of Public Housing Residents by Program Type 
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Data 
Source: 

PIC (PIH Information Center) 

 
Section 504 Needs Assessment: Accessibility needs description for public housing tenants and 
applicants on the waiting list: 
The Wichita Housing Authority maintains a centrally located waiting list for Public Housing and 
a wait list for Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher programs. As of December, 2013, 43 percent of 
the applicants on the Public Housing waiting list declared themselves to be disabled; 53 percent 
of the applicants on the Section 8 waiting list made that declaration.  Staff makes the 
assumption that the majority if not all of those applicants will require accessible housing units. 
As of December 31, 2013 there were 1,248 families on the waiting list for Public Housing.  The 
Section 8 program opened its waiting list for two weeks in late January/early February, 2014 
and accepted 2,675 applications.   The majority of applicants on both lists are households with 
two or more members, which results in a need for safe, affordable multi-bedroom units.    
 
Most immediate needs of residents of Public Housing and Housing Choice voucher holders 
As of December 31, 2013, there were 526 (of 578) units of Public Housing occupied, and 33 
percent of the families in those units had a disability.  At that same time there were 2,450 
Housing Choice Vouchers in service, 37% of which were held by families with disabilities.  This is 
the largest subpopulation with special needs and represents the most immediate needs of 
residents of Public Housing and Housing Choice vouchers are housing options that provide 
accessibility features.  
 
Thirteen percent of all persons housed in Wichita Housing Authority programs are over the age 
of 62, the majority of whom are in or in need of units with special accommodations. This trend 
is expected to continue as the American population continues to age. The City currently does 
not have any Certificates, Mod-Rehab, or project based housing programs.  
 
 Public Housing needs compared to the housing needs of the population at large 
The barriers that exist for housing residents in need of accessible units are similar to those of 
the general population, with the primary difference being that the population receiving 
assistance is very low income.  Nearly all applicants for Public Housing (97%) qualify as being 
extremely low income.  According to 2014 income data, the extremely low income limit for one 
person is $13,850/year. Public housing is a primary source of accessible housing for many 
households with extremely low and low income levels. Safe and affordable housing will 
continue to be a primary need for families with extremely low and low income households.   
 
Affordable housing with accessibility features is among the highest needs of residents in Public 
Housing and participants in the Housing Choice Voucher program. Families with disabilities and 
persons 62 or older have the greatest need for accessible and affordable housing because of 
their low and fixed income levels.  The inventory of accessible Public Housing units is much 
lower than the demand.   
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HOMELESS NEEDS ASSESSMENT  
HUD's definition of unsheltered homeless includes persons who are staying in places not meant for human habitation, such as living 
in their cars or on the streets. HUD defines chronic homelessness as an individual, or at least one adult in the family, who has been 
continuously homeless for more than one year or has had four or more episodes of homelessness in the past three years and has a 
disabling condition.  Data provided by United Way of the Plains for the 2013 Point-In-Time Count show 538 total persons were 
unsheltered on any given night. Of those, 144 experiencing homelessness had severe mental illnesses and another 104 of those 
experiencing homelessness also suffered from chronic substance abuse. In addition to those statistics, there were a total of 49 
households experiencing homelessness with at least one adult and one child present. 
 

Homeless Needs Assessment  

Population Estimate the # of persons 
experiencing homelessness 

on a given night 

Estimate the # 
experiencing 

homelessness 
each year 

Estimate the 
# becoming 
homeless 
each year 

Estimate the # 
exiting 

homelessness 
each year 

Estimate the # 
of days 
persons 

experience 
homelessness 

 Sheltered Unsheltered     

Persons in Households with 
Adult(s) and Child(ren) 0 178 178 244 120 0 

Persons in Households with 
Only Children 0 1 1 4 4 0 

Persons in Households with 
Only Adults 71 288 359 423 165 0 

Chronically Homeless 
Individuals 24 67 91 91 36 0 

Chronically Homeless Families 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Veterans 8 48 56 56 8 0 

Unaccompanied Child 0 1 1 2 2 0 

Persons with HIV 2 8 10 0 0 0 

Table 22 - Homeless Needs Assessment  
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Data Source 
Comments:  

  
Data Source: Point-In-Time Homeless Count 2013:Wichita-Sedgwick County Continuum of Care (WSC-CoC).Data 
Source: 'Estimate the # exiting homelessness each year; data extrapolated from comparison of 2012 and 2013 
PIT Count results and Annual Performance Reports (APR). 

 

 
Graph 1- 2012-2013 Homeless Population Summary 

Indicate if the homeless population is: Has No Rural Homeless 
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Revised 7/13/06                                                                                                 Form HUD-50075 8/2006 

Nature and Extent of Homelessness:  

Race: Sheltered: Unsheltered  

White 291 54 

Black or African American 180 28 

Asian 6 2 

American Indian or Alaska Native 62 5 

Pacific Islander 25 20 

Ethnicity: Sheltered: Unsheltered  

Hispanic 31 10 

Not Hispanic 533 99 

Data Source 
Comments: 

Total Sheltered Homeless persons = 564.Total Unsheltered Homeless persons = 
109. Pacific Islander Sheltered persons = 25 Multi-racial persons. Pacific Islander 
Unsheltered persons = 7 Multi-racial/13 Unknown race. 

 
Estimated number and type of families in need of housing assistance for families with children and 
the families of veterans. 
Based on the 2013 Point-In-Time (PIT) Count, the number of persons who are classified as literally 
homeless has decreased by 2.2 percent when compared with the PIT Count of 2012. There were 538 
homeless men, women, and children in the City of Wichita during a 24-hour overnight period on 
January 30, 2013. Of the 538 literally homeless persons, 122 were under the age of 18; 32 individuals 
were between 18 and 24 years old; and 384 individuals were 21 years of age or older. The 2013 
Homeless Count results show that 59.6 percent of homeless are living in emergency shelters, 25.4 
percent live in transitional housing, and 1.6 percent was temporarily housed in a Safe Haven. 
 
Since 2009, Wichita has seen an increase in the number of unsheltered adults with children although 
there was a slight decrease between 2012 and 2013.  In 2009 there were 32 reported cases of 
unsheltered homeless families.  The unsheltered homeless population is defined as persons who are 
staying on the streets, under bridges, in a car or any place not meant for human 
habitation.  In 2013, there were 49 homeless families (households with at least one adult and one 
child) compared to 55 families in 2012. That's an 11 percent decrease according to the Point-In-Time 
(PIT) Count.  Homeless veterans have slightly increased to 56 persons compared to 53 persons in 
2012. 
 
Other data from the 2013 Point in Time count includes an increase in homeless persons who were 
victims of domestic violence, from 66 in 2012 to 75 in 2013. Additionally, the percentage of homeless 
individuals who reported having a severe mental illness has also increased from 139 in 2012 to 144 in 
2013. The 2013 PIT count reports 144 persons with severe mental illness and 104 persons with 
chronic substance abuse. Both of these populations combined represent the highest subpopulation 
within the city's homeless count. These two groups combined comprise 46 percent of the total 
homeless count of 538. 
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Nature and Extent of Homelessness described by Racial and Ethnic Group. 
According to the 2012-2013 Demographics of Sheltered and Unsheltered Populations, Whites and 
African Americans have the highest percentage of homeless persons in the jurisdiction.  Whites 
represent 51 percent and African Americans, the second largest homeless population, represent 31 
percent. Asians represent 1 percent, Multi-racial groups represent 5 percent, Native 
American/Alaskan Natives represent 10 percent, and 2 percent of the jurisdiction's homeless 
population is categorized as Unknown/Not asked. 
 
Nature and Extent of Unsheltered and Sheltered Homelessness. 
2013 Homeless Point-In-Time Count – Other Subpopulations (Sheltered-Persons in emergency 
shelters, transitional housing and safe havens): 
 
Sheltered            Unsheltered      Total 
      8                           2                     10     Persons w/HIV/AIDS  
    51                           8                     59     Veterans    
  115                         29                  144      Severely Mentally Ill   
   82                          22                  104      Chronic Substance Abuse    
   74                          1                     75      Victims of Domestic Violence   
 
This chart does not provide data for those who may be represented in more than one subcategory, 
however from an anecdotal perspective, there is much overlap among them.  That overlap increases 
the need for specific intervention strategies related to these unique circumstances.  To some degree 
all of these subpopulations benefit from the outreach efforts of the Wichita Police Department’s 
Homeless Outreach Team (HOT) and the Wichita Children’s Home Street Outreach Services (SOS).  
The two outreach efforts are staffed by specially trained intervention specialists whose job is to first 
seek safe shelter, then refer to appropriate resources.  Safe (appropriate) shelter is hardest to find for 
youth and the community continues to explore avenues to address this gap in services. 
 
Addressing the needs of these subpopulations is included in the Wichita/Sedgwick County Continuum 
of Care 10 Year Plan to End Homelessness through a series of strategies aimed at providing 
permanent housing, addressing the barriers these groups face to securing permanent housing, 
promoting community collaboration and education, specifically addressing the mental and physical 
health needs of the homeless population and identifying strategies to address the growing numbers 
of homeless children in Wichita public schools. 
 
Because the U.S. Department of Education defines homelessness more broadly than HUD, the 
families of homeless children in local schools  do not always meet the definition of homelessness for 
purposes of accessing HUD-funded programs.  For instance HUD does not recognize as homeless, 
families which are doubled up with friends or other family members.  However because the DOE uses 
this definition the number of homeless children in the Wichita public school district is well over 2,000. 
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Non-Homeless Special Needs Assessment  
Persons with special needs include the elderly and frail elderly, persons with severe mental illness, 
developmentally disabled, physically disabled, and those suffering from alcohol/other drug 
addiction. The portion of these populations requiring special housing options has not been 
quantified. Many persons with such special needs also have very low incomes. Therefore, their needs 
may have already been taken into account when estimating the housing needs of persons with very 
low incomes.  
 
According to HUD, the supportive housing program is designed to provide living units and services 
that will allow homeless persons to live as independently as possible. Assistance in the supportive 
housing program is provided to help homeless persons meet goals such as: 
  
        -achieve residential stability, 
        -increase their skill levels and/or incomes, and 
        -obtain greater self-determination (i.e. greater influence over decisions that affect their lives). 
Characteristics of special needs populations in Wichita: 
Persons with Disabilities (Mental, Physical, and Developmental): There are many agencies that 
partner with the City to address the housing and personal service needs of persons with disabilities. 
The Sedgwick County Developmental Disability Organization provides a variety of services including 
day and residential support services, and supportive home care.  Day services provide activities that 
create a sense of participation, accomplishment, personal reward, personal contribution, or 
remuneration and thereby serve to maintain or increase adaptive capabilities, productivity, 
independence or integration and participation in the community. Activities are individually tailored 
according to the Person Centered Support Plan (PCSP) which is developed for each 
participant. Residential supports provide services to individuals who live in a residential setting and 
do not live with someone defined as family. This service provides assistance, acquisition, retention 
and/or improvement in skills related to activities of daily living, such as, but not limited to, personal 
grooming and cleanliness, household chores, eating and the preparation of food, and the social and 
adaptive skills necessary to enable the individual to reside in a non-institutional setting. Supportive 
home care provides services for individuals living with family, and is delivered on an individualized 
basis.  Services include attendant care, assistance with accessing and administering medication, 
supervision, ambulation and exercise, and household services essential to health care at home. 
 
Elderly: A large percentage of elderly persons will need ongoing housing assistance due to the high 
incidences of low incomes among this population group. Many will need the support of a trained 
person to assist them with daily tasks and routines such as bathing, eating, cooking, and medication 
administration. The need for housing and support increases as the elderly age and as their health 
diminishes or their income decreases. Many older persons would access services within the 
community if the services help them to remain in their home and age in place. The Central Plains Area 
Agency on Aging (CPAAA) provides options, assistance, and counseling for this population. With over 
71,000 persons aged 65 and older in the Wichita area, and a projected growth rate of approximately 
82.8 percent by 2030, there will continue to be a significant need for programs that address rising 
housing cost burdens as a result of inflation, health and wellness challenges, and the desire of many 
elderly persons to safely age in place. 
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Alcohol/Other Drug Addiction: The definition of alcohol and/or drug addiction is the excessive and 
impairing use of alcohol or other drugs.  Typically, persons with significant addictions have a history 
of inpatient or outpatient treatment.  
 
Domestic Violence Survivors: According to the Kansas Bureau of Investigation, there were 7,039 
incidents of domestic violence reported to Sedgwick County law enforcement agencies in 2011. 
Arrests were made in 50 percent of those cases. There were 2,332 Protection from Abuse filings and 
1,274 Protection from Stalking filings in the County. In 2012, both the Sedgwick County Sheriff 
Department and the Wichita Police Department reported 6,626 incidences of domestic violence and 
7 domestic violence-related homicides. All agencies confirm that there are many instances when 
domestic violence goes unreported and, as a result, it is likely that incidents of domestic violence 
occur more often than the reports reflect. 
 
Housing and supportive service needs of these populations    
Shelter is a need which all agencies agree is critical as most report having to turn away dozens of 
persons seeking shelter from abuse throughout the year. Catholic Charities of Wichita further 
projects a one percent increase in need for services in each of the next five years, culminating with 
410 individuals (198 families or 198 adult women and 212 children) seeking shelter by 2018. The 
anticipated total of unduplicated individuals to be served from 2014 through 2018 is 1,935:  951 
families or 951 adult women and of 984 minor children. 
 
Supportive services are also needed including continuation of the following types of programs:  24-
hour crisis hotline; emergency shelter for victims of domestic violence and their children; personal 
advocacy; safety planning; children's programming; crisis intervention; court advocacy; outreach 
services; domestic violence education and parenting classes.  Support groups for specific conditions 
are also useful, such as the safe and sober support group offered by the YWCA. Community education 
programs are also essential as a preventive strategy to reduce the number of domestic violence 
incidents.   
 
Size and characteristics of the population with HIV/AIDS and their families within the Eligible 
Metropolitan Statistical Area:  
There were 48 cases of HIV/AIDS reported in Sedgwick County during 2012 according to the Sedgwick 
County Health Department. The state of Kansas had a total of 255 cases reported in 2012.  Whites 
and African Americans have the highest percentage of cases reported at 44 and 35 percent 
respectively. Hispanics make up 13 percent of the reported cases in Sedgwick County according to a 
five year study completed by the Kansas Department of Health and Environment. On average, there 
are 40-50 new cases of HIV/AIDS reported in Sedgwick County each year. This statistic has remained 
consistent for the last five years. 
The City of Wichita does not receive HOPWA funds.  Kansas Care administers the HOPWA program in 
the state. The University of Kansas School of Medicine-Wichita Medical Practice Association (KUSM-
WMPA) sponsors the Kansas Care program. Primary medical services are offered by the medical 
school faculty and internal medicine residents via the KUSM-WMPA HIV program. 
 
The City will continue to partner with agencies throughout the community to ensure that the non-
homeless special needs populations receive support and services which ensure their chances for self-
sufficiency and a high quality of life. 
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Location of affordable units 
 

 
 
Map 5-CPD Maps Housing Vacancy Rates 
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Map 6-CPD Maps % Rental Housing Built Before 1949 

 
Map 7-CPD Maps % Rental Housing Built Before 1980ction 
 
This section provides an overview of the structural types of residential units available in the Wichita 
area.  This overview includes structures with a large population of low income residents. 
 
All residential properties by number of units 

Property Type Number Percentage 

1-unit detached structure 113,090 68% 

1-unit, attached structure 6,728 4% 

2-4 units 14,134 8% 

5-19 units 15,005 9% 

20 or more units 12,110 7% 

Mobile Home, boat, RV, van, etc 5,403 3% 

Total 166,470 100% 

Table 23 – Residential Properties by Unit Number 
Data 
Source: 

2006-2010 ACS 
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Unit Size by Tenure 

 Owners Renters 

Number Percentage Number Percentage 

No bedroom 89 0% 2,873 5% 

1 bedroom 1,401 1% 16,819 30% 

2 bedrooms 21,168 22% 21,799 39% 

3 or more bedrooms 72,262 76% 13,942 25% 

Total 94,920 99% 55,433 99% 

Table 24 – Unit Size by Tenure 
Data 
Source: 

2006-2010 ACS 

 

 
 
Map 8- 2012 CPD Maps % Renter Unit w/3 Bedrooms and Vacancy Rate >10 % 

 
Map 9- 2012 CPD Maps % Owner Units w/3 Bedrooms and Vacancy Rate > 10% 
 
Does the availability of housing units meet the needs of the population? 
The availability of housing units is not sufficient to meet the needs of the population that face 
significant cost burdens in their housing choices.  While the fair market rent (FMR) of a two bedroom 
unit averages $700, most low income families are unable to afford that rent level and meet their 
other basic living expenses. This cost burden is illustrated by the fact that there are 12,215 
households in Wichita that are paying more than 50 percent of their household income towards rent. 
Individuals and families who are on the waiting list for public housing have an average adjusted 
income of $9,415 which means that extremely low income (ELI) households can afford to pay no 
more than $235 a month for rent. The FMR for a two bedroom is almost three times more than what 
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ELI households are able to pay.  While much of Wichita's housing inventory has the capability of 
accommodating households with children, generally speaking, it is the owner occupied units that best 
do so. There is a total of 72,262 owner occupied units classified as having 3 or more bedrooms. With 
approximately 47,691 households having children, there are only 13,942 or 25 percent of renter units 
with 3 or more bedrooms. 
 
Specific housing types needed: 
The following is a summary of specific types of housing needs in the jurisdiction, based on feedback 
from a variety of public surveys and agency reports:  
 

    Affordable housing that lowers cost burden 

 Rental units with contract rent meeting the needs of households with income at 30 percent of 

AMI 

    Home rehabilitation and repair programs to assist neighborhoods with low income earners 

 Housing with support services to meet the needs of persons who are transitioning out of 

homeless or are at risk for homelessness. 
 
Many of the city's vacant housing units go uninhabited because they are not affordable. Wichita has 
approximately 166,470 housing units. Data in the Unit Size by Tenure Chart show that the majority of 
the units--57 percent--are owner occupied. Approximately 33 percent of Wichita's housing stock is 
renter occupied while 10 percent remains vacant. The 2014-2018 Consolidated Plan Public Input 
Survey rated homeownership as the top condition that leads to neighborhood stability.  
 
A related challenge for the city's low income residents is their inability to afford home repair 
or homeownership.  The City uses HOME funds for housing development, homeownership and home 
repair programs, and often does so in partnership with local non-profits.  One such organization is 
Mennonite Housing and Rehabilitation Services (MHRS) which has addressed housing needs in 
Wichita since 1975.  MHRS has completed over 12,000 home repairs and built over 500 new homes in 
Wichita and the surrounding areas over the last 25 years.  They also offer credit counseling and home 
buyer education classes.  The City plans to continue successful partnerships and collaborations with 
Mennonite Housing Rehabilitation Services, Inc. (MHRS) and others on behalf of its many residents 
who are in need of safe affordable housing. 
 
Cost of Housing  
According to the 2000 Census (Base Year) and the 2006-2010 ACS (Most Recent Year) data, the 
median home value in Wichita increased by 48 percent in the last decade.  The median contract rent 
also increased by 21 percent.  The current median contract rent for an efficiency unit is significantly 
higher than what most families can afford. 
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Cost of Housing 

 Base Year:  2000 Most Recent Year:  2010 % Change 

Median Home Value 75,000 111,300 48% 

Median Contract Rent 398 481 21% 

Table 25 – Cost of Housing 
Data 
Source: 

2000 Census (Base Year), 2006-2010 ACS (Most Recent Year) 

 

Rent Paid Number % 

Less than $500 30,997 55.9% 

$500-999 22,079 39.8% 

$1,000-1,499 1,551 2.8% 

$1,500-1,999 396 0.7% 

$2,000 or more 410 0.7% 

Total 55,433 100.0% 

Table 26 - Rent Paid 
Data 
Source: 

2006-2010 ACS 

 
Housing Affordability 

% Units affordable to 
Households earning  

Renter Owner 

30% HAMFI 3,255 No Data 

50% HAMFI 20,445 9,995 

80% HAMFI 40,785 26,580 

100% HAMFI No Data 37,470 

Total 64,485 74,045 

Table 27 – Housing Affordability 
Data 
Source: 

2006-2010 CHAS 

 
Monthly Rent  

Monthly Rent ($) Efficiency (0 
bedroom) 

1 Bedroom 2 Bedroom 3 Bedroom 4 Bedroom 

Fair Market Rent 428 529 704 971 1,070 

High HOME Rent 428 529 704 971 1,070 

Low HOME Rent 428 529 704 845 942 

Table 28 – Monthly Rent 
Data 
Source: 

HUD FMR and HOME Rents 

 
Insufficient housing for households at all income levels 
According to 2006-2010 CHAS data, there are 3,255 rental units considered affordable to families 
earning 30 percent of AMI, however, there are more than 19,140 households at this income level. 
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The statistics improve for households at 80 percent of AMI where there are 40,785 rental units 
available for the 16,830 households at this income level. 
 

Housing Affordability likely to change considering changes to home values and/or rents. 

Changes in the national mortgage environment which require higher credit scores to qualify for 

traditional mortgage products is slowing the pace of middle income buyers.  These facts are especially 

significant given the strongly held belief in increased neighborhood stability as a result of increased 

home ownership.  These changes have been implemented to bring about stability and offset the 

mortgage failures of 2008. This will continue to limit the growth in homeownership for lower to 

middle income buyers. Given the reduced number of able buyers in the market for homes and 

continuing economic uncertainty, values have declined over the last two to four years, or have 

remained relatively stable, based on the property valuations established by the County Appraiser's 

office. 

 
However, as the housing market stabilizes it is anticipated that the impact on renters will be 
significant because a primary source of affordable rental housing development depends upon 
subsidies from a variety of local and federal sources.  Incentives such as low income tax credits have a 
major impact on the development of affordable rental housing.  The tax credit market has followed 
the mortgage industry’s requirements for stronger individual financial potential by reducing access to 
this funding mechanism.  Federal programs such as Section 8 Housing Choice Vouchers are also being 
reduced by virtue of decreased funding for program administration.  Without changes to this 
mainstay of subsidized housing, another incentive for the private sector to participate in the 
affordable housing market will be reduced. 
 
Year Unit Built 

Year Unit Built Owner-Occupied Renter-Occupied 

Number % Number % 

2000 or later 11,438 12% 3,375 6% 

1980-1999 27,137 29% 13,195 24% 

1950-1979 39,054 41% 26,482 48% 

Before 1950 17,291 18% 12,381 22% 

Total 94,920 100% 55,433 100% 

Table 29 – Year Unit Built 
Data 
Source: 

2006-2010 CHAS 

 
Risk of Lead-Based Paint Hazard 

Risk of Lead-Based Paint Hazard Owner-Occupied Renter-Occupied 

Number % Number % 

Total Number of Units Built Before 1980 56,345 59% 38,863 70% 

Housing Units build before 1980 with children present 3,290 3% 51,565 93% 

Table 30 – Risk of Lead-Based Paint 
Data 
Source: 

2006-2010 ACS (Total Units) 2006-2010 CHAS (Units with Children present) 
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Need for Owner and Rental Rehabilitation 
Age often determines the condition of the housing units within a jurisdiction.  The older the unit, the 
greater the probability that maintenance is needed to bring the unit up to code.  Low income families 
often live in older units because they can afford what is generally lower rental cost in such units. 
 According to 2006-2010 American Community Survey, 59 percent of owner occupied homes and 70 
percent of renter occupied homes were built before 1980.  The general condition of the city's housing 
units and the cost burdens imposed upon low and moderate income citizens illustrates the continuing 
need to fund housing rehabilitation programs. 
 
Estimated Number of Housing Units Occupied by Low or Moderate Income Families with LBP 
Hazards 
The best way to estimate the number of units meeting this criterion is to research the number of 
units which were constructed prior to 1976.  Although some or many of those units may have had 
lead based paint issues abated, using this as the baseline provides a worst case scenario for housing 
with this threat.  ACS and CHAS data provides the following renter occupancy in housing constructed 
before 1980:  38,863 renter occupied units with 93 percent of those units occupied by children. 
 
The City of Wichita has completely abated lead based paint in all Public Housing units, and partners 
with the Kansas Department of Health and Environment to abate lead issues identified in homes 
approved for CDBG-funded repairs.  The Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher program also enforces 
regulations associated with lead based paint in the units subsidized by that program.  Staff in the 
home repair and Section 8 programs are certified lead assessors which validates the conclusions they 
reach with respect to lead based paint hazards. Hence, all properties which come to the attention of 
the City of Wichita’s housing program are assessed and lead paint problems are addressed.   
 
Homeless Facilities and Services  
The City of Wichita and the Continuum of Care constantly monitor the availability of temporary and 
transitional shelter/housing options for the homeless.  This includes sub-populations of chronically 
homeless individuals and families, families with children, veterans and their families, and 
unaccompanied youth.  Furthermore, the community also actively supports a continuum of services 
which includes prevention strategies, emergency shelters, transitional shelters, and permanent 
housing, as well as essential support services in such areas as health and employment. 
The following charts provide detail as to the inventory of facilities and services available for the 
homeless in Wichita. 
 

Section 9.1 Strategy for Addressing Housing Needs 
 
The WHA is committed to maintaining decent, safe and affordable housing for its residents. To gain 
the attention of families in need of affordable housing WHA will market its properties with signage, 
local publications, on its website, at community events and through service agencies. 
 
WHA will continue to administer ROSS grants in order to provide funding for a service coordinator. 
The service coordinator will assist seniors living in 226 public housing apartments to obtain services 
they need to improve their quality of life and to age in place. The coordinator also provides group 
classes on health, housekeeping, and neighbor issues for the senior residents. WHA partners with 
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other agencies to enhance the services provided by the service coordinator including occasional 
group meals and special events. 
 
WHA will make ADA modifications in units when financially feasible. When a project’s scope exceeds 
WHA’s resources it will deny the request, but offer to allow the tenant to transfer to the next 
available accessible unit. WHA may allow the tenant to pay for some modifications if performed by 
licensed and approved contractors. The tenant must demonstrate that they have funds required to 
complete a project before a notice to proceed will be issued. 
 
It is important that tenants become engaged in conversations and policy making as their input is 
valuable to the development of affordable, suitable living. One way this is being addressed is with 
active involvement of residents through the resident councils.  The WHA Tenant Advisory Board (TAB) 
meets every other month to discuss matters pertaining to resident needs and concerns. They also 
provide input on proposed changes to the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Administrative Plan 
and/or the Public Housing Admissions and Continued Occupancy Policy and the Annual and Five Year 
Plan plus Capital Fund Program Five Year Action Plan.  
 
It is imperative for residents to maintain good housekeeping practices and treat their dwelling units 
with respect in order to keep maintenance costs down and physical conditions up.   
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Section 10.0 
a) Progress in achieving 2010-2014 Goals and Objectives: 
Housing Choice Voucher Program 

 Is currently operating at 95% occupancy. 

 Was designated as a High Performing program for 2013. 

 Successfully promoted income mixing by leasing lower income families into higher income 
developments. 

 Applied for and was awarded additional 100 Veterans Supportive Housing (VASH) vouchers; 

 Recruits supportive services to improve assistance for recipients in the Family Self Sufficiency 
program; 

 Develops relationships with supportive service providers to increase independence for the 
elderly and families with disabilities through the Family Self Sufficiency Coordinator Grant 

 Takes affirmative measures to ensure equal opportunity in housing regardless of race, color, 
religion, national origin, sex, familial status and disability. 

 
Public Housing Program 

 Improved dwelling units with capital fund grants over the last five years with new chillers in 
our two high rise buildings, new HVAC units in all single family dwellings, replaced original 
windows in 46 single family dwelling units with energy conserving windows, and rehabilitated 
5 single-family units. 

 Maintained an annual average occupancy of 93%. 

 During the last three summers (2012 – 2014), WHA trained 14 & 15 year olds whose 
parents/guardians receive housing assistance, how to earn and save their own money learn 
how to work through summer youth employment program. Each year was more successful 
and rewarding than the previous year. The 2012 program had 82 youth, 2013 began with 87 
youth, and 2014 started with had 96 youth.  

 Administered ROSS grants to fund a service coordinator for seniors living in 226 public housing 
units. 

 Achieved standard rating on PHAS score 

 
 
b) Significant Amendment or Modification to the Annual Plan – as referenced in the Quality Housing 
and Work Responsibility Act of 1998, Section 511, (g), a significant amendment or modification to the 
annual plan may not be adopted, other than at a duly called meeting of the governing board of the 
public housing agency that is open to the public after a 45 day public notice; and be implemented, 
until notification of the amendment or modification is provided to the Secretary of HUD and 
approved.  Amendments or modifications, which are not defined as being significant and will not be 
subject to a public meeting with a 45-day public notice and notification to the Secretary of HUD will 
be the following amendments or modifications: 
 

1. the transfer of work projects, from one grant year to another in the Capital Fund Program 
(fungibility), which are included in the approved Capital Fund Program 5-year Action Plan; 

2. the transfer of funds in the Capital Fund Program from one line item to another within the 
same grant year budget; 

3. additional work projects funded by the Capital Fund Program not included in the 5-year 
Action Plan, which have been deemed to be emergencies; 
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4. policy changes resulting from HUD or other federal agency mandates, regulations, or 
directives; and 

5. any changes in the Housing Choice Voucher Administrative Plan or Public Housing 
Admissions and Continued Occupancy Policy, which are not specifically described in the 
HUD 50075 PHA Plan. 
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PHA Plan 

Agency Identification 

 

PHA Name:  City of Wichita Housing Authority PHA Number:  KS004 
  

 

Annual PHA Plan 

PHA Fiscal Year 2015    
[24 CFR Part 903.7] 
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1.  Eligibility, Selection and Admissions Policies, including 

Deconcentration and Waiting List Procedures 
[24 CFR Part 903.7 9 (c)] 

 

A.  Public Housing   
Exemptions:  PHAs that do not administer public housing are not required to complete subcomponent 3A. 
 
(1) Eligibility 
 

a. When does the PHA verify eligibility for admission to public housing? (select all that 

apply) 

 When families are within a certain number of being offered a unit: (state number) 

 When families are within a certain time of being offered a unit: (state time) 

 Other: subsequent to formal application during Preoccupancy Meeting 

 

b. Which non-income (screening) factors does the PHA use to establish eligibility for 

admission to public housing (select all that apply)? 

 Criminal or Drug-related activity 

 Rental history 

 Housekeeping 

 Other (describe) 

 

c.   Yes   No:  Does the PHA request criminal records from local law enforcement 

agencies for screening purposes?  

d.   Yes   No:  Does the PHA request criminal records from State law enforcement 

agencies for screening purposes? 

e.   Yes    No:  Does the PHA access FBI criminal records from the FBI for 

screening purposes? (Either directly or through an NCIC-

authorized source) 

 
(2)Waiting List Organization 
 
a. Which methods does the PHA plan to use to organize its public housing waiting list 

(select all that apply) 

 Community-wide list 

 Sub-jurisdictional lists 

 Site-based waiting lists 

 Other (describe) 

 

b. Where may interested persons apply for admission to public housing?  

 PHA main administrative office (for persons with disabilities if they need 

assistance) 

 PHA development site management office  

 Other – Online via web site: https://wichita.apply4housing.com/ 
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c.  If the PHA plans to operate one or more site-based waiting lists in the coming year, 

answer each of the following questions; if not, skip to subsection (3) Assignment 

 

1. How many site-based waiting lists will the PHA operate in the coming year? None 

 

2.   Yes   No: Are any or all of the PHA’s site-based waiting lists new for the 

upcoming year (that is, they are not part of a previously-HUD-

approved site based waiting list plan)? 

If yes, how many lists?       

  

 

3.   Yes   No: May families be on more than one list simultaneously 

 If yes, how many lists?       

 

4. Where can interested persons obtain more information about and sign up to be on 

the site-based waiting lists (select all that apply)? 

 PHA main administrative office 

 All PHA development management offices 

 Management offices at developments with site-based waiting lists 

 At the development to which they would like to apply 

 Other (list below) 

 

 

(3) Assignment 

 

a. How many vacant unit choices are applicants ordinarily given before they fall to the 

bottom of or are removed from the waiting list? (select one) 

 One (removed from the waiting list) 

 Two 

 Three or More    

 

b.   Yes   No: Is this policy consistent across all waiting list types? 

 

c. If answer to b is no, list variations for any other than the primary public housing 

waiting list/s for the PHA: 

 

(4) Admissions Preferences 
 

a. Income targeting:  

  Yes   No: Does the PHA plan to exceed the federal targeting requirements by 

targeting more than 40% of all new admissions to public housing to 

families at or below 30% of median area income? 

 

 

b. Transfer policies: 

In what circumstances will transfers take precedence over new admissions? (list below) 
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   Emergencies  

 Overhoused  

 Underhoused  

 Medical justification 

 Administrative reasons determined by the PHA (e.g., to permit modernization   

work) 

 Resident choice: (state circumstances below) 

 Other: (list below) 

 

 
 

c.  Preferences 

1.   Yes   No: Has the PHA established preferences for admission to public housing 

(other than date and time of application)? (If “no” is selected, skip 

to subsection (5) Occupancy) 

 

2.  Which of the following admission preferences does the PHA plan to employ in the 

coming year? (select all that apply from either former Federal preferences or other 

preferences)  

 

Former Federal preferences: 

 Involuntary Displacement (Disaster, Government Action, Action of Housing 

  Owner, Inaccessibility, Property Disposition) 

 Victims of domestic violence 

 Substandard housing 

 Homelessness 

 High rent burden (rent is > 50 percent of income) 

 

Other preferences: (select below) 

 Working families and those unable to work because of age or disability  

 Veterans and veterans’ families  

 Residents who live and/or work in the jurisdiction 

 Those enrolled currently in educational, training, or upward mobility programs 

 Households that contribute to meeting income goals (broad range of incomes)  

 Households that contribute to meeting income requirements (targeting)  

 Those previously enrolled in educational, training, or upward mobility 

 programs 

 Victims of reprisals or hate crimes 

 Other preference(s) (list below) 

 

3. If the PHA will employ admissions preferences, please prioritize by placing a “1” in 

the space that represents your first priority, a “2” in the box representing your second 

priority, and so on.   If you give equal weight to one or more of these choices (either 

through an absolute hierarchy or through a point system), place the same number next to 

each.  That means you can use “1” more than once, “2” more than once, etc. 

 

1   Date and Time 
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Former Federal preferences: 

2 Involuntary Displacement (Disaster, Government Action, Action of Housing 

 Owner, Inaccessibility, Property Disposition) 

    Victims of domestic violence  

    Substandard housing 

    Homelessness 

    High rent burden 

 

Other preferences (select all that apply) 

2 Working families and those unable to work because of age or disability  

 Veterans and veterans’ families  

 Residents who live and/or work in the jurisdiction 

 Those enrolled currently in educational, training, or upward mobility programs 

 Households that contribute to meeting income goals (broad range of incomes)  

 Households that contribute to meeting income requirements (targeting)  

 Those previously enrolled in educational, training, or upward mobility 

 programs  

 Victims of reprisals or hate crimes  

 Other preference(s) (list below) 

 

        

 

4.  Relationship of preferences to income targeting requirements: 

 The PHA applies preferences within income tiers 

 Not applicable:  the pool of applicant families ensures that the PHA will meet 

income targeting requirements 

 

 

(5) Occupancy  
 

a. What reference materials can applicants and residents use to obtain information about 

the rules of occupancy of public housing (select all that apply) 

 The PHA-resident lease 

 The PHA’s Admissions and Continued Occupancy policy 

 PHA briefing seminars or written materials 

 Other source: Housekeeping video  

 

 

b. How often must residents notify the PHA of changes in family composition? (select 

all that apply) 

 At an annual reexamination and lease renewal 

 Any time family composition changes 

 At family request for revision  

 Other (list) 
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(6) Deconcentration and Income Mixing  
 
*a.   Yes   No:  Does the PHA have any general occupancy (family) public 

housing developments covered by the deconcentration rule?  If no, 

this section is complete.  If yes, continue to the next question. 

 

*b.   Yes   No:  Do any of these covered developments have average incomes 

above or below 85% to 115% of the average incomes of all such 

developments?  If no, this section is complete. 

 

* - New questions added by PIH Notice 2001-4 

 

If yes, list these developments as follows: 
 

 

 

 

Deconcentration Policy for Covered Developments 

 

Development Name: 

 
Number 

of Units 
Explanation (if any) [see step 4 at 

§903.2(c )(1)((iv)] 

Deconcentration policy (if 

no explanation) [see step 5 

at §903.2(c )(1)(v)] 

    

    

    

    

 

 

 
a.   Yes   No: Did the PHA’s analysis of its family (general occupancy) 

developments to determine concentrations of poverty indicate the 

need for measures to promote deconcentration of poverty or income 

mixing? 

 

b.   Yes   No: Did the PHA adopt any changes to its admissions policies based on 

the results of the required analysis of the need to promote 

deconcentration of poverty or to assure income mixing? 

 

c. If the answer to b was yes, what changes were adopted? (select all that apply) 

 Adoption of site-based waiting lists  

If selected, list targeted developments below: 

 

 Employing waiting list “skipping” to achieve deconcentration of poverty or 

income mixing goals at targeted developments  

If selected, list targeted developments below: 
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 Employing new admission preferences at targeted developments  

If selected, list targeted developments below: 

 

 Other (list policies and developments targeted below) 

 

 

d.   Yes   No: Did the PHA adopt any changes to other policies based on the results 

of the required analysis of the need for deconcentration of poverty 

and income mixing? 

 

e. If the answer to d was yes, how would you describe these changes? (select all that 

apply) 

 

 Additional affirmative marketing  

 Actions to improve the marketability of certain developments 

 Adoption or adjustment of ceiling rents for certain developments 

 Adoption of rent incentives to encourage deconcentration of poverty and income-

mixing  

 Other (list below) 

 

f. Based on the results of the required analysis, in which developments will the PHA 

make special efforts to attract or retain higher-income families? (select all that apply) 

 Not applicable:  results of analysis did not indicate a need for such efforts 

 List (any applicable) developments below: 

 

g. Based on the results of the required analysis, in which developments will the PHA 

make special efforts to assure access for lower-income families? (select all that apply) 

 Not applicable:  results of analysis did not indicate a need for such efforts 

 List (any applicable) developments below: 

 

 

 

B. Housing Choice Voucher 
Exemptions:  PHAs that do not administer Housing Choice Voucher are not required to complete sub-

component 3B.   

Unless otherwise specified, all questions in this section apply only to the tenant-based Housing Choice 

Voucher assistance program (vouchers, and until completely merged into the voucher program, 

certificates). 

 
(1) Eligibility 
 

a. What is the extent of screening conducted by the PHA? (select all that apply) 

 Criminal or drug-related activity only to the extent required by law or regulation  

 Criminal and drug-related activity, more extensively than required by law or 

regulation 

 More general screening than criminal and drug-related activity (list factors below) 
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 Other (list below) 

 

 

b.   Yes   No: Does the PHA request criminal records from local law enforcement 

agencies for screening purposes? 

 

c.   Yes   No:  Does the PHA request criminal records from State law enforcement 

agencies for screening purposes? 

 

d.   Yes    No:  Does the PHA access FBI criminal records from the FBI for 

screening purposes? (either directly or through an NCIC-

authorized source) 

 

e. Indicate what kinds of information you share with prospective landlords? (select all 

that apply) 

 Criminal or drug-related activity 

 Other – non-payment of rent 

  

(2) Waiting List Organization 
 

a. With which of the following program waiting lists is the Housing Choice Voucher 

tenant-based assistance waiting list merged? (select all that apply) 

 None 

 Federal public housing 

 Federal moderate rehabilitation 

 Federal project-based certificate program 

 Other federal or local program (list below) 

 

b. Where may interested persons apply for admission to Housing Choice Voucher tenant-

based assistance? (select all that apply) 

 PHA main administrative office  

 Other – On line via web site  

 

(3) Search Time 
 

a.    Yes    No: Does the PHA give extensions on standard 60-day period to search 

for a unit? 

 

If yes, state circumstances below: 

 

Hard to house (disabled or families needing 3 or more bedrooms), unable to locate 

dwelling in preferred area. 
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(4) Admissions Preferences 

 

a. Income targeting  

 

  Yes   No: Does the PHA plan to exceed the federal targeting requirements by 

targeting more than 75% of all new admissions to the Housing Choice 

Voucher program to families at or below 30% of median area 

income? 

b. Preferences 

1.   Yes   No: Has the PHA established preferences for admission to Housing 

Choice Voucher tenant-based assistance? (other than date and time 

of application) (if no, skip to subcomponent (5) Special purpose 

Housing Choice Voucher assistance programs)  

 

2.  Which of the following admission preferences does the PHA plan to employ in the 

 coming year? (select all that apply from either former Federal preferences or other 

 preferences)  

 

Former Federal preferences 

 Involuntary Displacement (Disaster, Government Action, Action of Housing 

Owner, Inaccessibility, Property Disposition) 

 Victims of domestic violence  

 Substandard housing 

 Homelessness 

 High rent burden (rent is > 50 percent of income) 

 

Other preferences (select all that apply) 

 Working families and those unable to work because of age or disability  

 Veterans and veterans’ families  

 Residents who live and/or work in your jurisdiction 

 Those enrolled currently in educational, training, or upward mobility programs 

 Households that contribute to meeting income goals (broad range of incomes)  

 Households that contribute to meeting income requirements (targeting)  

 Those previously enrolled in educational, training, or upward mobility programs  

 Victims of reprisals or hate crimes   

 Other preference(s) – Family Unification Program eligible participants and 

Mainstream participants 
 

3.  If the PHA will employ admissions preferences, please prioritize by placing a “1” in 

the space that represents your first priority, a “2” in the box representing your  second         

priority, and so on.   If you give equal weight to one or more of these choices (either 

through an absolute hierarchy or through a point system), place the same number next 

to each.  That means you can use “1” more than once, “2” more than once, etc. 

 

 

1 Date and Time 
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Former Federal preferences 

 Involuntary Displacement (Disaster, Government Action, Action of Housing 

Owner, Inaccessibility, Property Disposition) 

 Victims of domestic violence 

  Substandard housing 

 Homelessness 

  High rent burden 

 

Other preferences (select all that apply) 

 Working families and those unable to work because of age or disability  

 Veterans and veterans’ families  

 Residents who live and/or work in your jurisdiction 

 Those enrolled currently in educational, training, or upward mobility programs 

 Households that contribute to meeting income goals (broad range of incomes)  

 Households that contribute to meeting income requirements (targeting)  

 Those previously enrolled in educational, training, or upward mobility 

 programs  

 Victims of reprisals or hate crimes  

 Other preference(s) (list below) 

 

 

4.  Among applicants on the waiting list with equal preference status, how are 

 applicants selected? (select one) 

 Date and time of application 

 Drawing (lottery) or other random choice technique 

 

 

 

5.  If the PHA plans to employ preferences for “residents who live and/or work in the 

 jurisdiction” (select one) 

 This preference has previously been reviewed and approved by HUD 

 The PHA requests approval for this preference through this PHA Plan 

 
  

6.  Relationship of preferences to income targeting requirements: (select one) 

 The PHA applies preferences within income tiers 

 Not applicable:  the pool of applicant families ensures that the PHA will meet 

income targeting requirements 

 

(5)   Special Purpose Housing Choice Voucher Assistance Programs 
 

a. In which documents or other reference materials are the policies governing eligibility, 

selection, and admissions to any special-purpose Housing Choice Voucher program 

administered by the PHA contained? (select all that apply) 

 The Housing Choice Voucher Administrative Plan 

 Briefing sessions and written materials 
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 Other – On line via web site 

 

b. How does the PHA announce the availability of any special-purpose Housing Choice 

Voucher programs to the public? 

 Through published notices 

 Other – Direct mail and web site 

 

 

2.  Statement of Financial Resources 
[24 CFR Part 903.7 9 (b)] 
 

 Financial Resources:   

Planned Sources and Uses  

Sources Planned $ Planned Uses 

 1.  Federal Grants (FY 2013 grants)   

a) Public Housing Operating Fund 1,825,844 Operations 

b) Public Housing Capital Fund 758,829 Modernization 

c) HOPE VI Revitalization                       0  

d) HOPE VI Demolition                       0  

e) Annual Contributions for Housing 

Choice Voucher Tenant-Based 

Assistance 

11,185,187 Housing Assistance 

Payments 

f) Public Housing Drug Elimination 

Program (including any Technical 

Assistance funds) 

                      0  

g) Resident Opportunity and Self-

Sufficiency Grants 

116,880  

h) Community Development Block 

Grant 

                      0   

i) HOME                       0  

Other Federal Grants (list below)   

Mainstream 5 Year 317,461  

2.  Prior Year Federal Grants 

(unobligated funds only) (list 

below) 

  

   

   

   

3.  Public Housing Dwelling Rental 

Income 

           954,410   Operations 

   Non-dwelling rental (antennas)              49,500 Operations 

   Non-dwelling rental (office)              18,277 Operations 

4.  Other income (list below)   

   Investment                2,000 Operations 

   Tenant charges              10,000 Operations 
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 Financial Resources:   

Planned Sources and Uses  

Sources Planned $ Planned Uses 

   Late charges              10,000 Operations 

4.  Non-federal sources (list below)   

   

   

   

Total resources $15,248,388  

   

   

 

3.  PHA Rent Determination Policies  
[24 CFR Part 903.7 9 (d)] 

 

A.  Public Housing 
Exemptions:  PHAs that do not administer public housing are not required to complete sub-component 4A. 

 

(1)  Income Based Rent Policies 
Describe the PHA’s income based rent setting policy/ies for public housing using, including discretionary 

(that is, not required by statute or regulation) income disregards and exclusions, in the appropriate spaces 

below. 

 
a. Use of discretionary policies: (select one) 
 

 The PHA will not employ any discretionary rent-setting policies for income based 

rent in public housing.  Income-based rents are set at the higher of 30% of 

adjusted monthly income, 10% of unadjusted monthly income, the welfare rent, or 

minimum rent (less HUD mandatory deductions and exclusions).  (If selected, 

skip to sub-component (2)) 

 

---or--- 

 

 The PHA employs discretionary policies for determining income based rent (If 

selected, continue to question b.) 

 

b. Minimum Rent 

 

1. What amount best reflects Public Housing’s minimum rent? (select one) 

 $0 

 $1-$25 

 $26-$50 
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2.   Yes   No: Has the PHA adopted any discretionary minimum rent hardship 

exemption policies? 

 

3. If yes to question 2, list these policies below: 

 
c.  Rents set at less than 30% than adjusted income 

 

1.   Yes   No:  Does the PHA plan to charge rents at a fixed amount or   

    percentage less than 30% of adjusted income? 

 

2.  If yes to above, list the amounts or percentages charged and the circumstances under 

which these will be used below: 

 

d. Which of the discretionary (optional) deductions and/or exclusions policies does the 

PHA plan to employ (select all that apply) 

 For the earned income of a previously unemployed household member 

 For increases in earned income 

 Fixed amount (other than general rent-setting policy) 

If yes, state amount/s and circumstances below: 

 

 Fixed percentage (other than general rent-setting policy) 

If yes, state percentage/s and circumstances below: 

 

 For household heads 

 For other family members  

 For transportation expenses 

 For the non-reimbursed medical expenses of non-disabled or non-elderly 

 families 

 Other (describe below) 

 

e. Ceiling rents 

 

1. Do you have ceiling rents? (rents set at a level lower than 30% of adjusted income) 

(select one) 

 

 Yes for all developments 

 Yes but only for some developments 

 No 

2. For which kinds of developments are ceiling rents in place? (select all that apply) 

 

 For all developments 

 For all general occupancy developments (not elderly or disabled or elderly only) 

 For specified general occupancy developments 

 For certain parts of developments; e.g., the high-rise portion 

 For certain size units; e.g., larger bedroom sizes 

 Other (list below) 
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3. Select the space or spaces that best describe how you arrive at ceiling rents (select all 

that apply) 

 

 Market comparability study 

 Fair market rents (FMR) 

 95th percentile rents 

 75 percent of operating costs 

 100 percent of operating costs for general occupancy (family) developments 

 Operating costs plus debt service 

 The “rental value” of the unit 

 Other (list below) 
 

 

f. Rent re-determinations: 

 

1.  Between income reexaminations, how often must tenants report changes in income 

 or family composition to the PHA such that the changes result in an adjustment to 

 rent? (select all that apply) 

 Never 

 At family option 

 Any time the family experiences an income increase 

 Any time a family experiences an income increase above a threshold amount or 

 percentage: 10% 

 Other (list below) 

 

 

g.   Yes   No:  Does the PHA plan to implement individual savings accounts for 

residents (ISAs) as an alternative to the required 12 month 

disallowance of earned income and phasing in of rent increases in 

the next year?  

 
(2)  Flat Rents   
 

1.  In setting the market-based flat rents, what sources of information did the PHA use to 

establish comparability? (select all that apply.) 

 The Housing Choice Voucher rent reasonableness study of comparable housing  

 Survey of rents listed in local newspaper   

 Survey of similar unassisted units in the neighborhood 

 Other: 2014 Appropriations Act and HUD Notice PIH 2014-12  
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B.  Housing Choice Voucher Tenant-Based Assistance 
Exemptions:  PHAs that do not administer Housing Choice Voucher tenant-based assistance are not 

required to complete sub-component 4B. Unless otherwise specified, all questions in this section apply 

only to the tenant-based Housing Choice Voucher assistance program (vouchers, and until 

completely merged into the voucher program, certificates). 

 

 
(1) Payment Standards  
Describe the voucher payment standards and policies. 

 
a. What is the PHA’s payment standard? (select the category that best describes your 

standard) 

 At or above 90% but below100% of FMR  

 100% of FMR 

 Above 100% but at or below 110% of FMR 

 Above 110% of FMR (if HUD approved; describe circumstances below) 

 

 

b. If the payment standard is lower than FMR, why has the PHA selected this standard? 

(select all that apply) 

 FMRs are adequate to ensure success among assisted families in the PHA’s 

segment of the FMR area 

 The PHA has chosen to serve additional families by lowering the payment 

standard  

 Reflects market or submarket 

 Other (list below) 

 

c. If the payment standard is higher than FMR, why has the PHA chosen this level? 

(select all that apply) 

 FMRs are not adequate to ensure success among assisted families in the PHA’s 

segment of the FMR area 

 Reflects market or submarket 

 To increase housing options for families 

 Other (list below) 

 

 

 d. How often are payment standards reevaluated for adequacy? (select one) 

 Annually 

 Other (list below) 

 

 

e. What factors will the PHA consider in its assessment of the adequacy of its payment 

standard?  (select all that apply) 

 Success rates of assisted families 

 Rent burdens of assisted families 

 Other (list below) 
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(2) Minimum Rent 
 

a. What amount best reflects the PHA’s minimum rent? (select one) 

 $0 

 $1-$25 

 $26-$50 

 

b.   Yes   No: Has the PHA adopted any discretionary minimum rent hardship 

exemption policies? (if yes, list below) 

 

 

4. Operations and Management  
[24 CFR Part 903.7 9 (e)] 

 

Exemptions from Component 5:  High performing and small PHAs are not required to complete this  
 

The City of Wichita Housing Authority (WHA) owns and manages 578 residential units.  

176 units in AMP 1 designated for seniors only, 50 units in AMP 2 designated for seniors 

and or persons with disabilities, 193 scattered site single family units in AMP 3 and 159 

scattered site single family units in AMP 4. It is estimated that 120 units will become 

available annually for housing low-income applicants. 

 

During the early 1990’s the WHA had all dwellings tested for lead-based paint and all 

identified lead-based paint issues were abated with modernization funds.  When tenants 

lease a unit they receive a copy of the booklet Protect Your Family from Lead in Your 

Home.  All maintenance and modernization projects are performed in accordance with 24 

CFR 35 and updates. 

 

The WHA’s conditions, rules and regulations of occupancy are maintained and made 

available for review at the Property Management Office located at 332 N. Riverview, 

Wichita, Kansas.  The WHA Lease Agreement contains the conditions, rules and 

regulations of occupancy.  

 

It is the policy of the WHA to ensure that all residential units will be maintained in 

accordance to the highest Uniform Physical Condition Standards possible.   WHA staff 

aggressively address maintenance emergencies and take corrective action within 24 hours 

of notification. With the use of on call maintenance staff, WHA responds to evening, 

holiday and weekend emergencies.  Additionally WHA addresses minor physical needs 

by responding to work orders on a daily basis. 

 

The WHA continues to rehabilitate vacant units with its make-ready crews and/or local 

contractors. The Uniform Physical Condition Standard is the measure to which units are 

rehabilitated.  The WHA installs Energy Star products and appliances since more 

efficient equipment pays for itself with energy savings and it offers an opportunity for the 

PHA to reduce operating costs. 
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In 2013 WHA contracted with EMG to perform our 5-Year Energy Audit and we are 

implementing those core energy recommendations annually. 

 

It is also the policy of the WHA to contract with vendors to perform the necessary actions 

in accordance with the WHA preventive maintenance program. Preventive maintenance 

ensures that minor physical needs will be periodically corrected to avoid maintenance 

emergencies. Preventive and routine maintenance is performed on the chillers and boilers 

in our high rise buildings, and fire sprinkler systems.  

 

WHA performs mandatory pest control inspections semi-annually at Greenway Manor 

and McLean Manor and annually at Bernice Hutcherson and Rosa Gragg apartment 

complexes.  The WHA provides treatment as identified at no expense to the tenants when 

the annual pest inspection confirms the need.  The elderly tenants, at their expense, may 

request monthly inspections and/or treatments from the WHA vendor at a reduced cost.  

Single-family dwellings are inspected by WHA Property Managers for pests annually.  In 

the event that a pest infestation is evident and the tenant does not remedy the situation, 

Property Managers may order treatment at the tenant’s expense.  The tenant may obtain 

treatment on a monthly basis at a reduced rate from the WHA vendor.  The vendor’s 

treatment will take under consideration all tenant health situations prior to treatment.     

 

5. PHA Grievance Procedures 
[24 CFR Part 903.7 9 (f)] 
 

Exemptions from component 6:  High performing PHAs are not required to complete component 6. 

Housing Choice Voucher-Only PHAs are exempt from sub-component 6A. 

 

A.  Public Housing 

1.   Yes   No: Has the PHA established any written grievance procedures in addition 

to federal requirements found at 24 CFR Part 966, Subpart B, for 

residents of public housing? 

 

If yes, list additions to federal requirements below: 

 

2.  Which PHA office should residents or applicants to public housing contact to initiate 

the PHA grievance process? (select all that apply) 

 PHA main administrative office 

 PHA development management offices 

 Other (list below) 
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B.  Housing Choice Voucher Tenant-Based Assistance 
1.   Yes   No: Has the PHA established informal review procedures for applicants to 

the Housing Choice Voucher tenant-based assistance program and 

informal hearing procedures for families assisted by the Housing 

Choice Voucher tenant-based assistance program in addition to 

federal requirements found at 24 CFR 982?  

 

If yes, list additions to federal requirements below: 

 

2.  Which PHA office should applicants or assisted families contact to initiate the 

informal review and informal hearing processes? (select all that apply) 

 PHA main administrative office 

 Other (list below) 

 

 

6. Designation of Public Housing for Elderly and Disabled Families 
[24 CFR Part 903.7 9 (i)] 
Exemptions from Component 9;  Housing Choice Voucher only PHAs are not required to complete this 

section.  

 

 

1.   Yes   No:   Has the PHA designated or applied for approval to designate or 

does the PHA plan to apply to designate any public housing for 

occupancy only by the elderly families or only by families with 

disabilities, or by elderly families and families with disabilities or 

will apply for designation for occupancy by only elderly families 

or only families with disabilities, or by elderly families and 

families with disabilities as provided by section 7 of the U.S. 

Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437e) in the upcoming fiscal 

year?   (If “No”, skip to component 10.  If “yes”, complete one 

activity description for each development, unless the PHA is 

eligible to complete a streamlined submission; PHAs completing 

streamlined submissions may skip to component 10.)  

 

2.  Activity Description 

  Yes   No:  Has the PHA provided all required activity description information 

for this component in the optional Public Housing Asset 

Management Table? If “yes”, skip to component 10.  If “No”, 

complete the Activity Description table below. 
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Designation of Public Housing Activity Description  

1a. Development name:  High-rise apartments 

1b. Development (project) number:  KS004000001 

2. Designation type:    

Occupancy by only the elderly   

Occupancy by families with disabilities  

Occupancy by only elderly families and families with disabilities   

3. Application status (select one)   

Approved; included in the PHA’s  Designation Plan  

Submitted, pending approval . 

Planned application    

4.  Date this designation was approved, submitted, or planned for submission: (12/01/99) 

5.  If approved, will this designation constitute a (select one)  

  New Designation Plan 

  Revision of a previously-approved Designation Plan  

6.  Number of units affected: 176 

7.   Coverage of action (select one)   

  Part of the development 

  Total development 

 

 
Designation of Public Housing Activity Description  

1a. Development name:  Garden apartments 

1b. Development (project) number:  KS004000002 

2. Designation type:    

Occupancy by only the elderly   

Occupancy by families with disabilities  

Occupancy by only elderly families and families with disabilities   

3. Application status (select one)  Original project design 

Approved; included in the PHA’s  Designation Plan  

Submitted, pending approval   

Planned application  

4.  Date this designation approved, submitted, or planned for submission:  

5.  If approved, will this designation constitute a (select one)  

  New Designation Plan 

  Revision of a previously-approved Designation Plan? 

7.  Number of units affected: 50 

7.   Coverage of action (select one)   

  Part of the development 

  Total development 
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7. PHA Community Service and Self-sufficiency 
[24 CFR Part 903.7 9 (l)] 

Exemptions from Component 12:  High performing and small PHAs are not required to complete this 

component.  Housing Choice Voucher-Only PHAs are not required to complete sub-component C. 

 

COMMUNITY SERVICE AND SELF SUFFICIENCY POLICY                 

 
In accordance with Section 512 of the Quality Housing and Work Responsibility Act of 

1998 and HUD regulations, non-exempt adults (age 18 and over) will be required to 

provide to the Public Housing Division written third party documentation that each adult 

resident of Public Housing contributed eight (8) hours per month of community service, 

participated in an economic self-sufficiency program for eight (8) hours per month or 

eight (8) hours per month of combined activities of community service and participation 

in a self-sufficiency program.  This is also a requirement of the Public Housing Lease 

Agreement. 

 

An exempt adult is an adult household member who: 

 Is age 62 or older; 

 Has a disability that prevents him/her from being gainfully employed; 

 Is the caretaker of a disabled person for at least 15 hours per week; 

 Is employed in a work activity for at least 15 hours per week; or 

 Is participating in a welfare to work or self-sufficiency program.  

The resident’s Property Manager must approve any exemption with proper 

documentation. 

 

The definition of a work activity, as mentioned above, includes: 

 Unsubsidized employment; 

 Subsidized private-sector or public-sector employment; 

 Work experience, including work associated with the refurbishing of publicly 

assisted housing if sufficient private-sector employment is not available; 

 On-the-job training; 

 Job-search and job-readiness assistance; 

 Community service programs; 

 Vocational educational training; 

 Job-skills training directly related to employment 

 GED classes; or 

 Satisfactory attendance in a secondary school or in a course of study leading to a 

certificate of general equivalence. 

 

Community Service is volunteer work, which is being administered through the United 

Way of the Plains Volunteer Center.  Service opportunities include, but are not limited to 

work with non-profit organizations such as Boy Scouts, Habitat for Humanity, Kansas 

African Museum, Kansas Food Bank, Mid-American All-Indian Center, Multiple 

Sclerosis Society, Salvation Army, United Methodist Urban Ministry, and Wichita 

Indochinese Center.    
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Public Housing staff shall verify participation in community service and self-sufficiency 

programs as a part of the annual recertification process.  Noncompliant households will 

be notified of any noncompliance with the Community Service Requirement and the 

household’s lease will terminate due to the nonrenewal of the annual lease term.     

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 
I/We have received a copy of, have read and understand the contents of the WHA’s Public 

Housing Community Service/Self Sufficiency Policy.  I/We understand that this is a requirement 

of the Quality Housing and Work Responsibility Act of 1998 and that if we do not comply with 

this requirement, our lease will not be renewed. 

 

_____________________________________ _______________________________________ 

Resident     Date Resident         Date 

 

_____________________________________                     

Resident     Date            
revised 3/17/06  
 

A.  PHA Coordination with the Welfare (TANF) Agency 
 

1.  Cooperative agreements: 

  Yes   No: Has the PHA has entered into a cooperative agreement with the TANF 

Agency, to share information and/or target supportive services (as 

contemplated by section 12(d)(7) of the Housing Act of 1937)?  

 

If yes, what was the date that agreement was signed?  

 

2.  Other coordination efforts between the PHA and TANF agency (select all that apply) 

 Client referrals 

 Information sharing regarding mutual clients (for rent determinations and 

otherwise) 

 Coordinate the provision of specific social and self-sufficiency services and 

programs to eligible families  

 Jointly administer programs 

 Partner to administer a HUD Welfare-to-Work voucher program 

 Joint administration of other demonstration program 

 Other (describe) 

 

 

B.   Services and programs offered to residents and participants 

 
 (1) General 

 

a. Self-Sufficiency Policies 

Which, if any of the following discretionary policies will the PHA employ to 

enhance the economic and social self-sufficiency of assisted families in the 

following areas? (select all that apply) 

 Public housing rent determination policies 
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 Public housing admissions policies  

 Housing Choice Voucher admissions policies  

 Preference in admission to Housing Choice Voucher for certain public 

housing families 

 Preferences for families working or engaging in training or education 

programs for non-housing programs operated or coordinated by the PHA 

 Preference/eligibility for public housing homeownership option 

participation 

 Preference/eligibility for Housing Choice Voucher homeownership option 

participation 

 Other policies (list below) 

 

b. Economic and Social self-sufficiency programs 

 

  Yes   No:  Does the PHA coordinate, promote or provide any programs 

to enhance the economic and social self-sufficiency of 

residents? (If “yes”, complete the following table; if “no” skip 

to sub-component 2, Family Self Sufficiency Programs.  The 

position of the table may be altered to facilitate its use. ) 

 

 

Services and Programs 

 

Program Name & Description 

(including location, if appropriate) 

Estimated 

Size 

Allocation 

Method 

(waiting 

list/random 

selection/specific 

criteria/other) 

Access 

(development office / 

PHA main office / 

other provider name) 

Eligibility  

(public housing or  

Housing Choice 

Voucher 

participants or 

both) 

Resident Service Coordination     

Greenway Manor  86 units Open Development Office Public Housing 

McLean Manor 90 units Open Development Office Public Housing 

Rosa Gragg  32 units Open Development Office Public Housing 

Bernice Hutcherson 18 units Open Development Office Public Housing 

     

     

     

 

(2) Family Self Sufficiency program/s 
 

a. Participation Description 
Family Self Sufficiency (FSS) Participation 

Program Required Number of Participants 

(start of FY 2013 Estimate)  

Actual Number of Participants  

(As of: 8/1/14) 

Housing Choice Program 

Vouchers including Home 

Ownership 

85 131 
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b.   Yes   No: If the PHA is not maintaining the minimum program size required 

by HUD, does the most recent FSS Action Plan address the steps 

the PHA plans to take to achieve at least the minimum program 

size? 

If no, list steps the PHA will take below: 

 

C.  Welfare Benefit Reductions 
 

1.  The PHA is complying with the statutory requirements of section 12(d) of the U.S. 

Housing Act of 1937 (relating to the treatment of income changes resulting from 

welfare program requirements) by: (select all that apply) 

 Adopting appropriate changes to the PHA’s public housing rent determination 

policies and train staff to carry out those policies 

 Informing residents of new policy on admission and reexamination  

 Actively notifying residents of new policy at times in addition to admission and 

reexamination. 

 Establishing or pursuing a cooperative agreement with all appropriate TANF 

agencies regarding the exchange of information and coordination of services 

 Establishing a protocol for exchange of information with all appropriate TANF 

agencies 

 Other: (list below) 

 

 

D.  Reserved for Community Service Requirement pursuant to section 12(c) of the 

U.S. Housing Act of 1937 

 

 

8.  PHA Safety and Crime Prevention  
[24 CFR Part 903.7 9 (m)] 

Exemptions from Component 13:  High performing and small PHAs not participating in PHDEP and 

Housing Choice Voucher Only PHAs may skip to component 15.  High Performing and small PHAs that 

are participating in PHDEP and are submitting a PHDEP Plan with this PHA Plan may skip to sub-

component D.  

 

A.  Need for measures to ensure the safety of public housing residents   
 

1.  Describe the need for measures to ensure the safety of public housing residents (select 

all that apply) 

 High incidence of violent and/or drug-related crime in some or all of the PHA's 

developments 

 High incidence of violent and/or drug-related crime in the areas surrounding or 

adjacent to the PHA's developments 

 Residents fearful for their safety and/or the safety of their children 

 Observed lower-level crime, vandalism and/or graffiti 

 People on waiting list unwilling to move into one or more developments due to 

perceived and/or actual levels of violent and/or drug-related crime 

 Other (describe below) 
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2.  What information or data did the PHA use to determine the need for PHA actions to 

improve safety of residents (select all that apply). 

 

 Safety and security survey of residents 

 Analysis of crime statistics over time for crimes committed “in and around” 

public housing authority 

 Analysis of cost trends over time for repair of vandalism and removal of graffiti 

 Resident reports 

 PHA employee reports 

 Police reports 

 Demonstrable, quantifiable success with previous or ongoing anticrime/anti-drug 

programs 

 Other (describe below) 
 

 

B.  Crime and Drug Prevention activities the PHA has undertaken or plans to 

undertake in the next PHA fiscal year 

 

1.  List the crime prevention activities the PHA has undertaken or plans to undertake: 

(select all that apply) 

 Contracting with outside and/or resident organizations for the provision of crime- 

and/or drug-prevention activities 

 Crime Prevention through Environmental Design 

 Activities targeted to at-risk youth, adults, or seniors 

 Volunteer Resident Patrol/Block Watchers Program 

 Other (describe below) 

Timely meetings with Wichita Police Department Officers and Detectives and 

residents strategizing about how to decrease violent crimes. 

 

2.  Which developments are most affected? (list below) 

 

KS004000001, KS004000002, KS004000003 & KS004000004 

 
C.  Coordination between PHA and the police   
 

1.  Describe the coordination between the PHA and the appropriate police precincts for 

carrying out crime prevention measures and activities: (select all that apply) 

 

 Police involvement in development, implementation, and/or ongoing evaluation 

of drug-elimination plan 

 Police provide crime data to housing authority staff for analysis and action 

 Police have established a physical presence on housing authority property (e.g., 

community policing office, officers in residence) 

 Police regularly testify in and otherwise support eviction cases 

 Police regularly meet with the PHA management and residents 
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 Agreement between PHA and local law enforcement agency for provision of 

above-baseline law enforcement services 

 Other activities (list below) 

 

2.  Which developments are most affected? (list below)  

KS004000003 & KS004000004 

 
D. Police Occupied Units 

 

 The Wichita Housing Authority has five houses that are currently available and occupied 

by Wichita Police Officers.  This occupancy is deemed necessary to increase security and 

drug elimination for Public Housing residents who live in the five single-family dwelling 

concentrations. The Police Officers are currently residing in the units on an annual lease 

for a zero monthly rental amount, with the Officers paying the utilities.  The addresses 

are the following: 

   

1501 E. Arnold 

  1527 E. Catalina 

  2642 N. Minnesota   

                        7015 W. Newell 

  2331 St. Clair 

 

9. Pets 
[24 CFR Part 903.7 9 (n)] 

 

WHA has a pet policy for Elderly Apartments and one for Single-Family Dwelling 

units: 

 

OWNERSHIP OF PETS 
Elderly Apartments 

 

The City of Wichita Housing Authority (WHA) will enforce the below Pet Policy in its 

elderly apartment complexes. 

 

1. DEPOSIT  
 

Deposit will increase an additional amount that will be 50% of the security 

deposit or the tenant’s rent whichever is greater.  (However, this deposit cannot 

exceed $300.00 and can be gradually accumulated.)  The security deposit is fully 

refundable, if there are no pet damages.  Disabled persons, with assist animals, are 

exempt from the deposit requirement.   

 

2. RENT  
 

Rent will remain as calculated by HUD regulations regardless whether the tenant 

keeps an authorized pet.   
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3. HOUSE RULES  
 

A. A WHA tenant shall only keep an authorized pet and is not allowed to keep 

another person’s pet.  No pet will be allowed temporarily on the premises with 

the exception of those assisting the disabled.  

 

B. Pets are not allowed in the community rooms, kitchen, and dining room or 

laundry facilities, except those assisting the disabled.  

 

C. Cats and dogs must always be controlled on a leash except when in the 

owner’s apartment.  The pet must be leashed to the owner or a designated 

adult.  The leash shall not exceed six feet in length. 

 

D. No more than one pet shall be allowed in the elevator at any one time.  

 

E. All City and County required shots and licenses must be current and certified 

by a practicing veterinarian.  An annual registration update will be required at 

the owner’s annual recertification.  

 

F. All litter (paper, kitty litter, etc.) must be placed in plastic bags, sealed and 

placed in marked containers.  The trash chutes may not be used.  

 

G. A designated area shall be used when walking pets outdoors and litter cleaned 

up by the tenant.  The Property Manager for each elderly complex will 

designate the area.  

 

H. If the owner fails to remove pet waste from the designated area, there will be a 

separate waste removed charge of $5.00 per occurrence billed to the tenant.  

 

I. A walk-through housing inspection may be done monthly by the Property 

Manager to insure the tenants are adhering to the pet policy.  

 

J. Owner must provide written notification to the WHA of who will be 

responsible for their pet during hospitalization or vacations.  This information 

must include the name, address, and phone number of two (2) responsible 

parties and is to be given at the time the pet is acquired and updated at the 

owner’s annual recertification.  Failure to supply complete information is 

basis for the WHA to refuse to register the pet.  

 

K. If the pet bites another tenant or anyone in the building or on the grounds of 

said housing complex, the owner must remove the pet permanently from the 

complex. 

 

L. Pet owners must have pets spayed or neutered and provide said certification. 
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M. The owner(s) are responsible for controlling pet noise and pet odor.  Any pet 

disturbing the peace of neighbors through noise, smell, animal waste, or other 

nuisance must be removed from the premises.  Substantiated written 

complaints by neighbors or Housing Authority personnel will result in the 

owner being required to permanently remove the pet. 

 

N. Any insect infestation exterminations due to a pet in the pet owner’s unit 

and/or other adjacent units will be the financial responsibility of the pet owner 

and charged to their account. 

 

O. Animal Control Officers may enter a unit to transfer any animal that is left 

unattended for 24 hours.  The Housing Authority accepts no responsibility for 

pets so removed. 

 

P. Pet owners shall take adequate precautions to eliminate any pet odor within 

the apartment and to maintain the apartment in a sanitary condition at all 

times.  

 

4. PET TYPES, BREEDS, AND LIMITATIONS  

 

A. Pets shall be limited to “common household pets,” the definition being a 

domesticated animal, such as a dog, cat, bird, rodent, fish or turtle, 

traditionally kept in the home from pleasure rather than commercial purposes.  

 

B. Limit of one (1) pet per apartment, with the exception of birds and fish for 

which the WHA can place reasonable limitation.  

 

C. Breeds not allowed are Rottweiler, Pit Bull, German Shepherd, Chow, 

Doberman Pincher or any mix thereof. 

 

D. Aquariums shall be no larger than 10 gallons. 

 

E. Dogs and Cats – all would apply at maturity, not puppy or kitten stage. 

 

(1) 18” or less in height, 30 pound weight limit.  

(2) All cats must be declawed.  

 

F.   Birds  

(1) Limit of two (2) birds per cage.  

(2) No uncaged pole birds.  

 

G. No pets will be allowed that are housed outside on a leash or in a pen. 

 

5. VIOLATION OF PET POLICY   
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A. If the owner is in violation of the Pet Policy, the WHA shall serve written 

notice of it.  The notice will include a statement of the rule(s) allegedly 

violated, and advise the tenant they have fourteen (14) days from the receipt 

of said notice to correct the violation or request a meeting.  A statement will 

further be included that failure to correct the violation or request a meeting, or 

failure to attend a requested meeting may result in initiation of procedures to 

terminate the tenancy.  

 

B. If the owner requests a meeting, the WHA will establish a mutually agreeable 

time and place no later than ten (10) days from the receipt of said notice by 

owner.  Upon written request, additional time may be permitted for the owner 

to correct the violation.  

 

C. If a resolution of the violation is unable to be reached at the meeting, or if the 

WHA determines the pet owner has failed to correct the violation, then the 

WHA may serve written notice requiring removal of the pet.  This notice will 

include the rule(s) that were violated, a statement that the pet owner must 

remove the pet within fourteen (14) days from the service of said notice, and a 

statement that failure to remove the pet may result in initiation of procedure to 

terminate the tenant.  

 

6. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS  

 

A. An applicant may reject a unit offered by the WHA if said unit is close in 

proximity to one where an existing tenant owns a pet.  This rejection will not 

adversely affect the applicant’s position on the waiting list or qualification for 

any tenant selection preference.  The WHA does not have to provide alternate 

dwelling units to existing or prospective tenants. 

 

B. The WHA shall contact the listed responsible parties if the death or incapacity 

of the owner threatens the health and safety of the pet.  The WHA also can 

contact appropriate state and local authorities or remove the pet and place it in 

a facility for care and shelter not to exceed thirty (30) days, at the tenant’s 

expense.  

 

C. The WHA must serve notice of the rules regarding the Pet Policy during the 

tenant consultation period or within sixty (60) days of the effective date.  The 

notice shall state that the WHA will be required to provide tenants a copy of 

any pet rule developed only upon the tenant’s request.  Each prospective 

tenant shall be advised of the right to request copies of the pet rules.  The 

notice must be posted in various areas of the project containing the texts of the 

proposed rules and a statement that the tenants may submit written comments 

no later than thirty (30) days from the effective date.  

 

7. LIABILITY 
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The Wichita Housing Authority, the City of Wichita and their representatives will 

not be held responsible for any accident or injury involving tenants or visitors to 

the buildings as a result of allowing pets in the projects. 

 

8. SERVICE OR ASSISTANCE ANIMALS  

WHA tenants with disabilities are permitted to have assistance animals if such 

animals are necessary as a reasonable accommodation for the tenant’s disabilities.  

Tenants or potential tenants who need an assistance animal as a reasonable 

accommodation must request the accommodation in writing, and in accordance 

with the WHA’s reasonable accommodation policy.  The WHA will require the 

following documentation to qualify an animal as an assistance animal: 

A. The tenant or prospective tenant certifies in writing that the tenant or 

prospective tenant or a member of his or her family is a person with a 

disability as defined under the Americans With Disabilities Act, and this 

certification shall be subject to independent evaluation and confirmation by 

the WHA’s designated third party evaluator at the WHA’s expense;    

 

B. The animal has been trained to assist persons with that specific disability; and 

 

C. The animal actually assists the person with a disability to accomplish one or 

more major life activities. 

 

Assistance animals will not be subject to the requirements 24 CFR Part 5.303, and 

also the following provisions of the WHA Pet Policy, regardless of whether an 

animal resides with a WHA tenant or is with a visitor:  Section 1, Section 3A, 

Section 3B, Section 4C and Section 4E.  These exclusions for assistance animals 

apply only if the animal has been qualified by the WHA as an assistance animal 

when the animal resides with a tenant, or if the animal is with a visitor, upon 

production of an identification card or written certification that the animal is 

trained to assist the person with the person’s specific disability, and as set forth in 

Kansas Statutes Annotated 39-1111(a) and amendments thereto.   

 

Cat 

Deposit is $50 

  

 

_________________________________ 

            Tenant              Date 

 

_________________________________ 

WHA Property Manager  Date 
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OWNERSHIP OF PETS 
Single Family Dwellings 

 

The City of Wichita Housing Authority (WHA) will enforce the below Pet Policy in its 

single family dwelling developments. 

 

1. DEPOSIT  

 

A pet deposit is required for dogs and/or cats kept on the premises of WHA 

residential units.  Deposits for dogs or cats will be $150.00 for the first animal and 

$100.00 for the second animal.  No more than two animals are allowed per 

residential unit.  The pet deposit will be refunded within thirty (30) days of the 

tenant’s exit of the residential unit if there are no pet damages.  The pet deposit is 

in addition to the regular security deposit.  Disabled persons, with assist animals, 

are exempt from the deposit requirement.  

 

2. HOUSE RULES  

 

A. A WHA tenant shall only keep an authorized pet and is not allowed to keep 

another person’s pet.  No pet will be allowed temporarily on the premises with 

the exception of those assisting the disabled.  

 

B. All City and County required shots and licenses must be current and certified 

by a practicing veterinarian.  An annual registration update will be required at 

the owner’s annual recertification.   

 

C. Owner must provide written notification to the WHA of who will be 

responsible for their pet during hospitalization or vacations.  This information 

must include the name, address, and phone number of two (2) responsible 

parties and is to be given at the time the pet is acquired and updated at the 

owner’s annual recertification.  Failure to supply complete information is 

basis for the WHA to refuse to register the pet. 

 

D. Pet owners are required to comply with all ordinances of the City of Wichita 

relating to the care and control of animals.  

 

E. Any pet that bites any person must be removed permanently from WHA 

property.  

 

F. The owners are responsible for controlling pet noise and pet odor.  Any pet 

disturbing the peace of neighbors through noise, smell, animal waste, or other 

nuisance must be removed from the premises.  Substantiated written 

complaints by neighbors or WHA staff will result in the owner being required 

to permanently remove the pet. 
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G. Animal Control Officers may enter a unit to transfer any animal that is left 

unattended for 24 hours.  The WHA accepts no responsibility for pets so 

removed. 

 

3.         PET TYPES, BREEDS, AND LIMITATIONS   

 

      Pets shall be limited to “common household pets,” the definition being a 

domesticated animal, such as a dog, cat, bird, rodent, fish or turtle, traditionally 

kept in the home for pleasure rather than commercial purposes.  Of the common 

household pets listed, the pet deposit shall apply to dogs and cats only.  

 

      Breeds not allowed are Rottweiler, Pit Bull, German Shepherd, Chow, Doberman 

Pincher or any mix thereof. 

 

A. Dogs at maturity – 30-inch height and 80-pound weight maximum limits. 

B. Cats – 18-inch height and 25-pound weight maximum limits. 

C. Birds - 
(1) Limit of two (2) birds per cage. 

(2) No uncaged pole birds. 

 

4.  VIOLATION OF PET RULES 

 

A. If the owner is in violation of the Pet Policy, the WHA shall serve written 

notice of it.  The notice will include a statement of the rule(s) allegedly 

violated, and advise the tenant they have fourteen (14) days from the receipt 

of said notice to correct the violation or request a meeting.  A statement will 

further be included that failure to correct the violation or request a meeting, or 

failure to attend a requested meeting may result in initiation of procedures to 

terminate the tenancy.  

 

B. If the owner requests a meeting, the WHA will establish a mutually agreeable 

time and place no later than ten (10) days from the receipt of said notice by 

owner.  Upon written request, additional time may be permitted for the owner 

to correct the violation.  

 

C. If a resolution of the violation is unable to be reached at the meeting, or if 

WHA determines the pet owner has failed to correct the violation, then the 

WHA may serve written notice requiring removal of the pet.  This notice will 

include the pet rules(s) that have been violated, a statement that the pet owner 

must remove the pet within fourteen (14) days from the service of said notice, 

and a statement that failure to remove the pet may result in initiation of 

procedures to terminate the tenancy.  

 

D. Violation of the Pet Policy of the WHA is a violation of the WHA Dwelling 

Lease Agreement and will constitute grounds for the termination of the lease 

pursuant to the Dwelling Lease Agreement.  
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E. The provisions of this Pet Policy are hereby incorporated as a part of the 

Dwelling Lease Agreement. 

 

5. LIABILITY  

 

The Wichita Housing Authority, the City of Wichita and their representatives will 

not be held responsible for any accident or injury involving tenants or visitors to a 

dwelling unit as a result of allowing pets in the projects.  

 

6. SERVICE OR ASSISTANCE ANIMALS 

 

WHA tenants with disabilities are permitted to have assistance animals if such 

animals are necessary as a reasonable accommodation for the tenant’s disabilities.  

Tenants or potential tenants who need an assistance animal as a reasonable 

accommodation must request the accommodation in writing, and in accordance 

with the WHA’s reasonable accommodation policy.  The WHA will require the 

following documentation to qualify an animal as an assistance animal: 

 

A. The tenant or prospective tenant certifies in writing that the tenant or 

prospective tenant or a member of his or her family is a person with a 

disability as defined under the Americans With Disabilities Act, and this 

certification shall be subject to independent evaluation and confirmation by 

the WHA’s designated third party evaluator at the WHA’s expense;    

 

B. The animal has been trained to assist persons with that specific disability; and 

 

C. The animal actually assists the person with a disability to accomplish one or 

more major life activities. 

 

Assistance animals will not be subject to the requirements 24 CFR Part 5.303, and 

also the following provisions of the WHA Pet Policy, regardless of whether an 

animal resides with a WHA tenant or is with a visitor:  Section 1, Section 3A, 

Section 3B, Section 4C and Section 4E.  These exclusions for assistance animals 

apply only if the animal has been qualified by the WHA as an assistance animal 

when the animal resides with a tenant, or if the animal is with a visitor, upon 

production of an identification card or written certification that the animal is 

trained to assist the person with the person’s specific disability, and as set forth in 

Kansas Statutes Annotated 39-1111(a) and amendments thereto.   

 

      

Tenant    Date 

      

WHA Property Manager Date        

 

Revised 8/15/06 
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10.  Civil Rights Certifications 
[24 CFR Part 903.7 9 (o)] 

 

Civil rights certifications are included in the PHA Plan Certifications of Compliance with 

the PHA Plans and Related Regulations. 

 

The City of Wichita Housing Authority (WHA) will carry out all grant activities in 

conformity with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Fair Housing Act, Section 

504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, and title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act 

of 1990.   

 

Specifically, the WHA will continue to work with individuals and/or agencies that 

provide education, outreach, and mitigation programs and services for tenants and 

landlords.  Additionally, the WHA will refer to the Urban League, community residents 

who request assistance in resolving matters of alleged discrimination.  WHA tenants and 

clients will be directed to the HUD Regional Office of Fair Housing and Equal 

Opportunity should they wish to file a discrimination complaint, which could not be 

resolved locally. 

 

The WHA will also maintain waiting lists in accordance with federal requirements as 

specified in 24 CFR part 903.7(b)(2), and will assign housing or housing vouchers to 

persons from those lists without regard to race or ethnicity, but in accordance with HUD-

approved administrative plans.  Fair housing rights and choice will be promoted through 

annual fair housing month activities, including public service announcements made in 

partnership with the Urban League of Kansas. 

 

The WHA will regularly examine its programs or proposed programs, identify any 

impediments to fair housing choice within those programs, and will address those 

impediments in a reasonable fashion in view of the resources available.  The WHA will 

also work with local jurisdictions to implement any of the jurisdiction’s initiatives to 

affirmatively further fair housing that require the WHA’s involvement.  The WHA shall 

take reasonable measures to assure that program waiting lists are consistent with civil 

rights laws. 

 

Specifically, the WHA will market its programs through minority, faith based, disability 

services, senior organizations, community fairs, and publications. 

 

The WHA will continue to partner with the Urban League of Kansas as advocates and 

proponents for tenants and landlords.  Additionally, the WHA will refer community 

residents to the Urban League, who request assistance in resolving matters of alleged 

discrimination or who want information on landlord – tenant issues. WHA tenants and 

clients will be directed to the HUD Regional Office of Fair Housing and Equal 

Opportunity should they wish to file a discrimination complaint, which could not be 

resolved locally. 

 

Other compliance certifications of the Wichita Housing Authority include:  compliance 

with the prohibitions against discrimination on the basis of age pursuant to the Age 
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Discrimination Act of 1975; compliance with the Architectural Barriers Act of 1968 and 

24 CFR Part 41, and Policies and Procedures for the Enforcement of Standards and 

Requirements for Accessibility by the Physically Handicapped.  The WHA will also 

comply with the requirements of Section 3 of the Housing and Urban Development Act 

of 1968 by marketing employment opportunities for low or very-low income persons 

through annual notices in newsletters and other public information. 

 

11.  Fiscal Audit 
[24 CFR Part 903.7 9 (p)] 
 

1.   Yes   No: Is the PHA required to have an audit conducted under section   

   5(h)(2) of the U.S. Housing Act of 1937 (42 U S.C. 1437c(h))?   

   (If no, skip to component 17.) 

2.   Yes   No: Was the most recent fiscal audit submitted to HUD? 

3.   Yes   No: Were there any findings as the result of that audit? 

4.   Yes   No:  If there were any findings, do any remain unresolved? 

If yes, how many unresolved findings remain?____ 

5.   Yes   No:  Have responses to any unresolved findings been submitted to 

HUD? 

If not, when are they due (state below)? 

 

 

12.  PHA Asset Management 
[24 CFR Part 903.7 9 (q)] 
 
Exemptions from component 17:  Housing Choice Voucher Only PHAs are not required to complete this 

component.  High performing and small PHAs are not required to complete this component. 

 

1.   Yes   No: Is the PHA engaging in any activities that will contribute to the long-

term asset management of its public housing stock, including how 

the Agency will plan for long-term operating, capital investment, 

rehabilitation, modernization, disposition, and other needs that have 

not been addressed elsewhere in this PHA Plan? 

 

2.  What types of asset management activities will the PHA undertake? (select all that 

apply) 

 Not applicable 

 Private management 

 Development-based accounting 

 Comprehensive stock assessment 

 Other: (list below) 

 

3.  Public Housing Asset Management Table 

 

Attachment 1 
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13.  Violence Against Women Act (VAWA) 
[24 CFR Part 903.7 9 (r)] 
 
WHA VAWA Policy as seen in our Public Housing Dwelling Lease Agreement 

Domestic Violence, Dating Violence, Stalking 

 The following provisions are applicable to situations involving actual or 

threatened domestic violence, dating violence or stalking, as those terms are defined in 

Section 6(u)(3) of  the United States Housing Act of 1937, as amended, (42 U.S.C. 

§1437d(u)(3)) and in the Violence Against Women Act (VAWA) Policy. To the extent 

any provision of this section shall vary from or contradict any other provision of this 

lease, the provisions of this section shall prevail. 

A. Termination of Tenancy. 

1)  An incident or incidents of actual or threatened domestic violence, dating 

violence or stalking shall not constitute a serious or repeated violation of the 

lease by the victim of such violence; and 

2)  Criminal activity directly relating to domestic violence, dating violence or 

stalking, engaged in by a member of the Tenant’s household, a guest, or other 

person under the Tenant’s control, shall not be cause for termination of 

tenancy or occupancy rights, if the Tenant or any member of the Tenant’s 

family is a victim of that domestic violence, dating violence or stalking. 

3)  Notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained in this agreement, the 

WHA may terminate Tenant’s tenancy under this lease if it can demonstrate 

an actual and imminent threat that may result to other tenants or to those 

employed at or providing service to the property in which the unit is located, 

if the Tenant’s tenancy is not terminated. 

4) Further, nothing in this section shall prohibit the WHA from terminating 

tenancy under this lease based on a violation of this lease not premised on an 

act or acts of domestic violence, dating violence or stalking against the Tenant 

or a member of the Tenant’s household for which protection against 

termination of tenancy is given in this agreement.  However, in taking any 

such action to terminate tenancy, the WHA shall not apply a more demanding 

standard than is applied to other Tenants. 

B. Bifurcation of Lease. Under the authority provided in Section 6(l)(6)(B) of 

the United States Housing Act of 1937, as amended (42 U.S.C. 

§1437d(l)(6)(B)), the WHA may bifurcate this lease in order to evict, remove, 

or terminate assistance to any individual who is a Tenant or a lawful occupant 

under this lease and who engages in criminal acts of physical violence against 

family members or others. The WHA may take such action without evicting, 

removing, terminating assistance to, or otherwise penalizing a victim of such 

violence who is the Tenant or a lawful occupant under this lease. 

C. Certification.  If the Tenant or another lawful occupant of the household, as a 

defense to termination of tenancy or an action to evict, claims protection 

under this section against such action, the WHA may request the individual to 

provide a certification. The certification may be provided in one of the 

following forms:  
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1) A HUD-approved form ,supplied upon request by the WHA, attesting that the 

individual is a victim of domestic violence, dating violence or stalking and 

that the incident(s) in question are bona fide incidents of such actual or 

threatened abuse and meet the requirements of this section, or 

2) Documentation signed by an employee, agent or volunteer of a victim service 

provider, an attorney, or a medical professional, from whom the victim has 

sought assistance in addressing domestic violence, dating violence or stalking 

or the effects of the abuse, in which the professional attests under penalty of 

perjury to the professional’s belief that the 

incident(s) in question are bona fide incidents of abuse, and the victim has 

signed or attested to the documentation, or 

3) A federal, state, tribal, or local police report or court record, describing the 

incident(s). 

The certification must be delivered to the WHA Property Manager within 14 

days after the request for Certification is received. If the certification is not 

delivered within the 14-day period allowed, the provisions of this section will 

not apply and the WHA may elect to terminate tenancy and evict without 

regard to the protections provided in this section. 

D. Confidentiality.  Information provided to the WHA concerning incident(s) of 

domestic violence, dating violence or stalking shall be retained in confidence 

and disclosed only as permitted by applicable law. 
 

 

14.   Other Information Required by HUD 
Use this section to provide any additional information requested by HUD.   

 
Significant Amendment or Modification to the Annual Plan – as referenced in the Quality 

Housing and Work Responsibility Act of 1998, Section 511, (g), a significant amendment 

or modification to the annual plan may not be adopted, other than at a duly called 

meeting of the governing board of the public housing agency that is open to the public 

after a 45 day public notice; and be implemented, until notification of the amendment or 

modification is provided to the Secretary of HUD and approved.  Amendments or 

modifications, which are not defined as being significant and will not be subject to a 

public meeting with a 45-day public notice and notification to the Secretary of HUD will 

be the following amendments or modifications: 

 

1. the transfer of work projects, from one grant year to another in the Capital 

Fund Program (fungibility), which are included in the approved Capital Fund 

Program 5-year Action Plan; 
2. the transfer of funds in the Capital Fund Program from one line item to 

another within the same grant year budget; 
3. additional work projects funded by the Capital Fund Program not included in 

the 5-year Action Plan, which have been deemed to be emergencies; 
4. policy changes resulting from HUD or other federal agency mandates, 

regulations, or directives; and 
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5. any changes in the Housing Choice Voucher Administrative Plan or Public 

Housing Admissions and Continued Occupancy Policy, which are not 

specifically described in the HUD 50075 PHA Plan. 

  

Attachments 
Use this section to provide any additional attachments referenced in the Plans. 
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Attachment 1. 

 

Optional Public Housing Asset Management Table 
 

See Technical Guidance for instructions on the use of this table, including information to be provided. 

 

Public Housing Asset Management 
 

Development  

Identification 

Activity Description 

Name,  

Number,  and 

Location  

 

Number and 

Type of units 

Capital Fund Program 

Parts II and III 

 Component 7a  

Development 

Activities 

Component 7b 

Demolition / 

disposition  

Component 8 

Designated 

housing  

Component 9 

Conversion  

 

Component 10 

Home- 

ownership 

Compone

nt 11a 

Other 

(describe) 

Component 

17 

KS004000001 176 X   X Elderly   

High-rise Apartments        

         

KS004000002 50 X   X Elderly/disabled   

Garden Apartments        

         

KS004000003 193 X    Assessment*   

Scattered-site Single-family        

         

KS004000004 159 X    Assessment*   

Scattered-site Single-family        

          

*The assessment has been concluded for non-elderly and non-disabled developments and consideration has been given to the 

implications of converting the WHA’s Public Housing units to tenant-based assistance.  It has been determined that the 

conversion of all applicable developments will be inappropriate.  Voluntary conversion would adversely affect the availability 

of affordable and low-income housing in the City of Wichita.  
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Part I: Summary                                                                  
PHA City of Wichita Housing Authority – KS004   Locality Wichita, Kansas Original 5-Year Plan    Revision No:       
 

A. 

Development Number and 

Name 

 

 

Work Statement 

for Year 1 

FFY 2014 

 

Work Statement for Year 2 

FFY   2015 

Work Statement for Year 3 

FFY   2016 

Work Statement for Year 4 

      FFY   2017 

Work Statement for Year 5 

   FFY   2018   

B. Physical Improvements 

Subtotal 

Annual Statement 372,984 372,984 372,984 372,984 

C. Management Improvements  5000 5000 5000 5000 

D. PHA-Wide Non-dwelling 

Structures and Equipment 

 23,135 23,135 23,135 23,135 

E. Administration  72,052 72,052 72,052 72,052 

F. Other  103,248 103,248 103,248 103,248 

G. Operations  144,105 144,105 144,105 144,105 

H. Demolition      

I. Development      

J. Capital Fund Financing – 

Debt Service 

     

K. Total CFP Funds      

L. Total Non-CFP Funds      

M. Grand Total  720,524 720,524 720,524 720,524 
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Part II: Supporting Pages – Physical Needs Work Statement(s)                                   
Work 

Statement for  

Year 1 FFY 

2014 

Work Statement for Year  2015 

FFY 2015 

Work Statement for Year: 2016 

FFY 2016 

Development Number/Name 

General Description of Major Work 

Categories 

Quantity Estimated Cost Development Number/Name 

General Description of Major Work 

Categories 

Quantity Estimated Cost 

See KS004000001   KS004000001   

Annual Domestic hot water storage tank 1 $20,000 Seal high rise roof 86 units 60,000 

Statement Kitchens 10 units 35,000 Kitchens 10 units 35,000 

       

 KS004000002   KS004000002   

 Energy efficient light fixtures 20 units 10,000 Energy efficient light fixtures 20 units 10,000 

       

 KS004000003   KS004000003   

 Window replacements  10 units 50,667 Window replacements 10 units 50,000 

 Site improvements 6 units 40,000 Site improvements   

 Storage sheds   Storage sheds   

 Rehab vacant single family  units  2 units 50,000 Rehab vacant single family units 2 units 50,000 

 Energy efficient light fixtures   Energy efficient light fixtures   

       

       

 KS004000004   KS004000004   

 Roof  replacements 10 units 50,000 Window replacements 10 units 50,000 

 Storage sheds   Storage sheds   

 Interior rehabilitation 18 units 97,317 Interior rehabilitation 18 units 97,984 

 Site improvements   Site improvements   

       

       

 WHA-Wide Non-dwelling structures  10,000 WHA-Wide Non-dwelling structures  10,000 

 WHA-Wide Non-dwelling equipment  10,000 WHA-Wide Non-dwelling equipment  10,000 

                                 Subtotal of Estimated Cost 

 

$372,984.00 

 

                                 Subtotal of Estimated Cost $372,984.00 
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Part II: Supporting Pages – Physical Needs Work Statement(s)                                   
Work 

Statement for  

Year 1 FFY 

2014 

Work Statement for Year  2017 

FFY 2017 

Work Statement for Year: 2018 

FFY 2018 

Development Number/Name 

General Description of Major Work 

Categories 

Quantity Estimated Cost Development Number/Name 

General Description of Major Work 

Categories 

Quantity Estimated Cost 

See KS004000001   KS004000001   

Annual Domestic hot water storage tank 1 $20,000 Paint  High Rise Building 96 units 10,000 

Statement Kitchens 13 units 40,000 Kitchens 13 units 41,000 

       

 KS004000002   KS004000002   

 Energy efficient light fixtures 10 units 5,000 Energy efficient light fixtures 22 units 14,000 

       

 KS004000003   KS004000003   

 Window replacements  15 units 76,000 Window replacements 10 units 50,667 

 Site improvements 6 units 31,562 Site improvements 5 units 40,000 

 Storage sheds   Storage sheds   

 Rehab vacant single family  units  2 units 50,000 Rehab vacant single family units 2 units 50,000 

 Energy efficient light fixtures   Energy efficient light fixtures   

       

       

 KS004000004   KS004000004   

 Roof  replacements 5 units 25,000 Window replacements 8 units 41,895 

 Storage sheds   Storage sheds   

 Interior rehabilitation 20 units 105,422 Interior rehabilitation 20 units 105,422 

 Site improvements   Site improvements   

 Energy efficient light fixtures   Energy efficient light fixtures   

       

 WHA-Wide Non-dwelling structures  10,000 WHA-Wide Non-dwelling structures  10,000 

 WHA-Wide Non-dwelling equipment  10,000 WHA-Wide Non-dwelling equipment  10,000 

                                 Subtotal of Estimated Cost 

 

$372,984.00 

 

                                 Subtotal of Estimated Cost $372,984.00 
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form HUD-50070 (3/98)
ref. Handbooks 7417.1, 7475.13, 7485.1 & .3

U.S. Department of Housing
and Urban Development

Certification for
a Drug-Free Workplace

Applicant Name

Program/Activity Receiving Federal Grant Funding

I certify that the above named Applicant will or will continue
to provide a drug-free workplace by:

a. Publishing a statement notifying employees that the un-
lawful manufacture, distribution, dispensing, possession, or use
of a controlled substance is prohibited in the Applicant's work-
place and specifying the actions that will be taken against
employees for violation of such prohibition.

b. Establishing an on-going drug-free awareness program to
inform employees ---

(1) The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace;

(2) The Applicant's policy of maintaining a drug-free
workplace;

(3) Any available drug counseling, rehabilitation, and
employee assistance programs; and

(4) The penalties that may be imposed upon employees
for drug abuse violations occurring in the workplace.

c. Making it a requirement that each employee to be engaged
in the performance of the grant be given a copy of the statement
required by paragraph a.;

d. Notifying the employee in the statement required by para-
graph a. that, as a condition of employment under the grant, the
employee will ---

Acting on behalf of the above named Applicant as its Authorized Official, I make the following certifications and agreements to
the Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) regarding the sites listed below:

(1) Abide by the terms of the statement; and

(2) Notify the employer in writing of his or her convic-
tion for a violation of a criminal drug statute occurring in the
workplace no later than five calendar days after such conviction;

e. Notifying the agency in writing, within ten calendar days
after receiving notice under subparagraph d.(2) from an em-
ployee or otherwise receiving actual notice of such conviction.
Employers of convicted employees must provide notice, includ-
ing position title, to every grant officer or other designee on
whose grant activity the convicted employee was working,
unless the Federalagency has designated a central point for the
receipt of such notices.  Notice shall include the identification
number(s) of each affected grant;

f. Taking one of the following actions, within 30 calendar
days of receiving notice under subparagraph d.(2), with respect
to any employee who is so convicted ---

(1) Taking appropriate personnel action against such an
employee, up to and including termination, consistent with the
requirements of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended; or

(2) Requiring such employee to participate satisfacto-
rily in a drug abuse assistance or rehabilitation program ap-
proved for such purposes by a Federal, State, or local health, law
enforcement, or other appropriate agency;

g. Making a good faith effort to continue to maintain a drug-
free workplace through implementation of paragraphs a. thru f.

2. Sites for Work Performance.  The Applicant shall list (on separate pages) the site(s) for the performance of work done in connection with the
HUD funding of the program/activity shown above:  Place of Performance shall include the street address, city, county, State, and zip code.
Identify each sheet with the Applicant name and address and the program/activity receiving grant funding.)

Check here  if there are workplaces on file that are not identified on the attached sheets.

I hereby certify that all the information stated herein, as well as any information provided in the accompaniment herewith, is true and accurate.
Warning:  HUD will prosecute false claims and statements.  Conviction may result in criminal and/or civil penalties.

(18 U.S.C. 1001, 1010, 1012;   31 U.S.C. 3729, 3802)

Name of Authorized Official Title

Signature Date

X
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  Previous edition is obsolete form HUD 50071 (01/14) 
ref. Handbooks 7417.1, 7475.13, 7485.1, & 7485.3 

 

OMB Approval No. 2577-0157 (Exp. 01/31/2017) 

Certification of Payments 
to Influence Federal Transactions 

U.S. Department of Housing 
and Urban Development 
Office of Public and Indian Housing  

Applicant Name 

Program/Activity Receiving Federal Grant Funding 

The undersigned certifies, to the best of his or her knowledge and belief, that:  

(1) No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be 

paid, by or on behalf of the undersigned, to any person for 

influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of 

an agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of 

Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in connec-

tion with the awarding of any Federal contract, the making of any 

Federal grant, the making of any Federal loan, the entering into 

of any cooperative agreement, and the extension, continuation, 

renewal, amendment, or modification of any Federal contract, 

grant, loan, or cooperative agreement. 

(2) If any funds other than Federal appropriated funds have 

been paid or will be paid to any person for influencing or 

attempting to influence an officer or employee of an agency, a 

Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an 

employee of a Member of Congress in connection with this 

Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement, the 

undersigned shall complete and submit Standard Form-LLL, 

Disclosure Form to Report Lobbying, in accordance with its 

instructions. 

(3) The undersigned shall require that the language of this 

certification be included in the award documents for all subawards 

at all tiers (including subcontracts, subgrants, and contracts 

under grants, loans, and cooperative agreements) and that all 

sub recipients shall certify and disclose accordingly. 

This certification is a material representation of fact upon which 

reliance was placed when this transaction was made or entered 

into. Submission of this certification is a prerequisite for making 

or entering into this transaction imposed by Section 1352, Title 

31, U.S. Code. Any person who fails to file the required 

certification shall be subject to a civil penalty of not less than 

$10,000 and not more than $100,000 for each such failure. 

I hereby certify that all the information stated herein, as well as any information provided in the accompaniment herewith, is true and accurate. 
Warning: HUD will prosecute false claims and statements. Conviction may result in criminal and/or civil penalties. (18 U.S.C. 1001, 1010, 
1012; 31 U.S.C. 3729, 3802) 

 

Name of Authorized Official Title 

Signature Date (mm/dd/yyyy) 
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DISCLOSURE OF LOBBYING ACTIVITIES Approved by OMB 

Complete this form to disclose lobbying activities pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1352  0348-0046 

(See reverse for public burden disclosure.) 
1. Type of Federal Action: 2. Status of Federal Action: 3. Report Type: 

a. contract  a. bid/offer/application  a. initial filing 
b. grant  b. initial award  b. material change 
c. cooperative agreement  c. post-award  For Material Change Only: 
d. loan  year _________ quarter _________ 
e. loan guarantee  date of last report ______________ 
f. loan insurance 

4. Name and Address of Reporting Entity: 5. If Reporting Entity in No. 4 is a Subawardee, Enter Name 
and Address of Prime: 

Tier ______, if known : 

Congressional District, if known :  Congressional District, if known : 
6. Federal Department/Agency: 7. Federal Program Name/Description: 

CFDA Number, if applicable: _____________ 

8. Federal Action Number, if known : 9. Award Amount, if known : 

$ 

10. a. Name and Address of Lobbying Registrant b. Individuals Performing Services (including address if 
( if individual, last name, first name, MI): different from No. 10a ) 

(last name, first name, MI ): 

11. Signature: 

Print Name: 

Title: 

Telephone No.: _______________________ 

Authorized for Local Reproduction 

Standard Form LLL (Rev. 7-97) 

Information requested through this form is authorized by title 31 U.S.C. section 
1352. This disclosure of lobbying activities is a material representation of fact 
upon which reliance was placed by the tier above when this transaction was made 
or entered into. This disclosure is required pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1352. This 
information will be available for public inspection. 
required disclosure shall be subject to a 
not more than $100,000 for each such failure. 

Prime Subawardee 

Federal Use Only: 

Date: 

who fails to file the Any person 
$10,000 and than civil penalty of not less 

258



INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETION OF SF-LLL, DISCLOSURE OF LOBBYING ACTIVITIES


This disclosure form shall be completed by the reporting entity, whether subawardee or prime Federal recipient, at the initiation or receipt of a covered Federal 
action, or a material change to a previous filing, pursuant to title 31 U.S.C. section 1352. The filing of a form is required for each payment or agreement to make 
payment to any lobbying entity for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employeeof any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employeeof 
Congress, or an employeeof a Member of Congress in connectionwith a coveredFederalaction. Completeall items that apply for both the initial filing and material 
change report. Refer to the implementing guidance published by the Office of Management and Budget for additional information. 

1. Identify the type of covered Federal action for which lobbying activity is and/or has been secured to influence the outcome of a covered Federal action. 

2. Identify the status of the covered Federal action. 

3. Identify the appropriateclassification of this report. If this is a followup report caused by a material change to the information previously reported, enter 
the year and quarter in which the change occurred. Enter the date of the last previously submitted report by this reporting entity for this covered Federal 
action. 

4. Enter the full name, address, city, State and zip code of the reporting entity. Include CongressionalDistrict, if known. Check the appropriateclassification 
of the reporting entity that designates if it is, or expects to be, a prime or subaward recipient. Identify the tier of the subawardee,e.g., the first subawardee 
of the prime is the 1st tier. Subawards include but are not limited to subcontracts, subgrants and contract awards under grants. 

5. If the organization filing the report in item 4 checks "Subawardee," then enter the full name, address, city, State and zip code of the prime Federal 

recipient. Include Congressional District, if known. 

6. Enter the name of the Federal agency making the award or loan commitment. Include at least one organizationallevel below agency name, if known. For 

example, Department of Transportation, United States Coast Guard. 

7. Enter the Federal program name or description for the covered Federal action (item 1). If known, enter the full Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 

(CFDA) number for grants, cooperative agreements, loans, and loan commitments. 

8. Enter the most appropriate Federal identifying number available for the Federal action identified in item 1 (e.g., Request for Proposal (RFP) number; 
Invitation for Bid (IFB) number; grant announcement number; the contract, grant, or loan award number; the application/proposal control number 
assigned by the Federal agency). Include prefixes, e.g., "RFP-DE-90-001." 

9. For a covered Federal action where there has been an award or loan commitment by the Federal agency, enter the Federal amount of the award/loan 

commitment for the prime entity identified in item 4 or 5. 

10. (a) Enter the full name, address, city, State and zip code of the lobbying registrant under the Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 engaged by the reporting 
entity identified in item 4 to influence the covered Federal action. 

(b) Enter the full names of the individual(s) performing services, and include full address if different from 10 (a). Enter Last Name, First Name, and 
Middle Initial (MI). 

11. The certifying official shall sign and date the form, print his/her name, title, and telephone number. 

According to the Paperwork Reduction Act, as amended, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB Control 
Number. The valid OMB control number for this information collection is OMB No. 0348-0046. Public reporting burden for this collection of information is 
estimated to average 10 minutes per response, including time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data 
needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding the burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of 
information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to the Office of Management and Budget, Paperwork Reduction Project (0348-0046), Washington, 
DC 20503. 
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form HUD-50077-CR (1/2009)

OMB Approval No. 2577-0226

Civil Rights Certification U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
Office of Public and Indian Housing

Expires 08/30/2011

Civil Rights Certification

Annual Certification and Board Resolution

Acting on behalf of the Board of Commissioners of the Public Housing Agency (PHA) listed below, as its Chairman or other

authorized PHA official if there is no Board of Commissioner, I approve the submission of the Plan for the PHA of which this

document is a part and make the following certification and agreement with the Department of Housing and Urban Development

(HUD) in connection with the submission of the Plan and implementation thereof:

The PHA certifies that it will carry out the public housing program of the agency in conformity with title VI of

the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Fair Housing Act, section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, and title II of

the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, and will affirmatively further fair housing.

PHA Name PHA Number/HA Code

I hereby certify that all the information stated herein, as well as any information provided in the accompaniment herewith, is true and accurate. Warning: HUD will
prosecute false claims and statements. Conviction may result in criminal and/or civil penalties. (18 U.S.C. 1001, 1010, 1012; 31 U.S.C. 3729, 3802)

Name of Authorized Official

Signature

Title

Date

260



CITY OF WICHITA HOUSING AUTHORITY 
TENANT ADVISORY BOARD 

Comments on the 2015-2019 Five Year Plan and 2015 Annual Plan  

 

Wichita Housing Authority staff discussed the development of the 2015-2019 Five Year Plan 

and 2015 PHA Annual Plan to The Tenant Advisory Board (TAB) at their meetings throughout 

the year. Staff presented the completed plans to the TAB at its regularly scheduled meeting on 

September 10, 2014. Staff discussed the plans with the Board and asked for their approval. The 

Board unanimously agreed on the Plans as written and offered no comments for revision. 

 

 

 

 

 

_____________________________    09/10/2014   

Brad Snapp, Assistant Director    Date 
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CITY OF WICHITA HOUSING AUTHORITY 
Challenged Elements 

2015-2019 Five Year Plan and 2015 Annual Plan 

 

The 2015-2019 Five Year Plan and 2015 Annual Plan and Elements were made available to the 

public for review and comment beginning August 20, 2014. The documents were available for 

review both in the Housing Authority office located at 332 N. Riverview, Wichita KS 67203 and 

on the Housing Authority website at 

http://www.wichita.gov/Government/Departments/Housing/Pages/PublicHousing.aspx. The City 

of Wichita Housing Authority did not receive a challenge to any of the elements or policies. 

 

 

 

 

          10/07/2014  

Brad Snapp, Assistant Director    Date 
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          Agenda Item No. VII-1 
 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 
 
TO: Wichita Airport Authority 
 
SUBJECT: Supplemental Agreement No. 7 
 AECOM Program Management and Construction Management Services 
 Air Capital Terminal 3 (ACT 3) Program  
 
INITIATED BY: Department of Airports 
 
AGENDA: Wichita Airport Authority (Non-Consent) 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Approve Supplemental Agreement No. 7. 
 
Background:  A contract with AECOM (formerly known as DMJM Aviation) to provide Program 
Management Services for the Air Capital Terminal 3 (ACT 3) Program and related projects was approved 
by the Wichita Airport Authority (WAA) on June 7, 2005.  The firm’s selection was based upon a 
national competitive qualifications-based search process.  That process was conducted in accordance with 
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) guidelines since the program receives federal grant funds.  
AECOM specifically provides program and construction management services to all elements of the 
Terminal Program.  Utilizing AECOM for these services ensures consistency and efficiencies between 
complex and related program components. 
 
Analysis:  The purpose of this supplemental agreement is to continue AECOM’s Program Management 
services and the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)-required Construction Management (CM) 
services for the projects until shortly after the opening of the terminal in the spring of 2015.  The program 
is extremely complex, with separate construction elements occurring simultaneously with multiple 
contractors on-site that requires intense supervision, coordination, scheduling, and oversight to manage 
numerous diverse factors of the projects.  In addition, during the construction phase, AECOM provides 
technical inspection and materials testing services, ensures quality control and quality assurance, reviews 
all change orders and schedules proposed by the contractors, ensures designer and contractor compliance 
with timely document submittals, and manages the change review processes.  AECOM provides financial 
advisory and tenant lease and policy development services throughout the projects.  In addition, AECOM 
provides coordination of numerous tenant improvements for airlines, food and beverage and retail 
concessionaires, government agencies, and other tenants. 
 
This supplemental agreement contains reimbursement to an AECOM subcontractor for terminal resident 
engineering services for the period from November 11, 2013 through May 1, 2015.  In addition, the 
agreement provides for specialty subcontractor reimbursable services for the terminal program’s ongoing 
financial planning, capacity analysis, and debt service plan; tenant rate setting; airline lease preparation 
and negotiations; rental car space planning, requests for proposals, and lease negotiations; and food, 
beverage, and retail concession space planning, requests for proposals, and lease negotiations. 
 
AECOM’s Supplemental Agreement No. 6, which was approved a year prior to the start of construction, 
and before the general contractor and the work schedule were known, included an estimated terminal 
completion date of December 31, 2014.  Since the start of construction did not occur for several months 
beyond what was anticipated, the actual terminal construction completion and opening schedule is 
currently set for spring 2015.  Therefore, this supplemental agreement, personnel hours, and associated 
costs will run through May 1, 2015.  However, since there will be substantial construction contract  
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AECOM Program & Construction Management Services – Supplemental Agreement No. 7 
October 7, 2014 
Page 2 
 
and financial record closeout documentation required by the FAA and the Transportation Security 
Administration (TSA) because of the federal funding associated with the project, AECOM will need to 
provide personnel and services past the terminal opening date next spring.  Therefore, an additional 
supplemental agreement extending the contract period will be presented to the WAA early next year once 
more definitive staffing and construction work schedules are identified for the completion of punch-list 
items and the closeout process. 
 
To ensure compliance with the original and supplemental agreements, AECOM will prepare monthly 
reports of the time spent by its personnel on various project work tasks. 
 
This supplemental agreement was reviewed and approved by the Wichita Airport Advisory Board Change 
Order Review Committee on July 24, 2014.  It was also unanimously approved by the full Airport 
Advisory Board on September 8, 2014, with the recommendation that the WAA approve the agreement. 
 
Financial Considerations:  Based upon the specific tasks to be performed under the Scope of Services, 
combined with the time durations and resultant personnel hours anticipated for the projects, the not-to-
exceed cost for this supplemental agreement is $1,551,517.  Funding is available within the current 
program budget. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has reviewed and approved this supplemental agreement as 
to form.  
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the Wichita Airport Authority approve 
Supplemental Agreement No. 7 with AECOM and authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  Supplemental Agreement No. 7. 
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Supplemental Agreement #7 

To The 

Agreement for Professional Services Dated June 7, 2005 

Between

Wichita Airport Authority, Wichita, Kansas 

Party of the First Part, Hereinafter Called The 

“Owner”

And

AECOM 

Party of the Second Part, Hereinafter Called The 

“Program Manager” 

WITNESSETH: 

Whereas, there now exists a Contract dated June 7, 2005, and Supplemental Agreement #1 
dated February 9, 2010, Supplemental Agreement #2 dated March 9, 2010, Supplemental 
Agreement #3 dated July 20, 2010, Supplemental Agreement #4 dated January 25, 2011, 
Supplemental Agreement #5 dated March 1, 2011 and Supplemental Agreement #6 dated October 
18, 2011 between the two parties covering Program Management services to be provided by the 
Program Manager at Wichita Mid-Continent Airport. 

Whereas, the Contract is currently set to expire December 31, 2014, and it is the desire of 
both parties that the Contract be extended as noted below. 

Now Therefore, the parties hereto mutually agree as follows: 

The Program Management Contract will be amended with this Supplemental Agreement 
to include the following services: 

�
1. ARTICLE VII – PAYMENT PROVISIONS:  Revise paragraph B as follows: 

B. “The Term of the Agreement shall commence on the date of the Notice to Proceed 
issued to the CONSULTANT, and shall terminate on May 1, 2015, unless extended 
or terminated in accordance with the provisions hereof.” 

�

� Payment to the Program Manager for the performance of the above listed services 
required by this agreement shall be made on the basis of the actual costs and 
expenses plus a fixed fee amount in accordance with the Contract, based on revised 
Exhibit B – Cost Estimate for Supplemental Agreement #7.  The total compensation 
of the extension of Program Management Services and Construction Management 
Services shall be not-to-exceed $1,551,517 ($1,379,126 for cost plus a fixed fee in 
the amount of $172,391). 

2. SCOPE OF SERVICES 
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I. Extension of Consulting Services as defined in the Original Scope of Work, and 
Basic Services as revised within the Exhibit A for Supplemental Agreement #7. 

 

 

3. Provisions of the Original Contract 

The parties hereunto mutually agree that all provisions and requirements of the existing 
Contract, not specifically modified by this Supplemental Agreement, shall remain in force and 
effect. 

In Witness Whereof, the Owner and the Program Manager have executed this Supplemental 
Agreement as of this 9th day of September, 2014. 

 

ATTEST: WICHITA AIRPORT 
AUTHORITY 
2173 Air Cargo Road 
WICHITA, KANSAS 

 

By:_________________________  By:_________________________________ 
 Karen Sublett, City Clerk    Carl Brewer, President 
        “OWNER” 

 

By: 
_________________________________ 

Victor D. White, Director of Airports 

 

 

 

CONSULTANT ATTEST: 

 

Name: AECOM 

Address: 303 E. Wacker Drive, Suite 1400 

  Chicago, IL 60601 

 

By:_________________________   

 “CONSULTANT” 

Title:________________________   

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
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City Attorney: ____________________________  Date: _____________ 

Attachments:  

Exhibit A: Scope of Services 

Exhibit B: Cost Estimate 
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Exhibit A for Supplemental Agreement #7 
 

Air Capital Terminal 3 (ACT 3) Redevelopment Program 
Wichita Mid-Continent Airport 

Wichita Airport Authority 

Project No.:  60049856 

ACT 3 Program and Construction Management Services for Terminal-Related Projects 

Supplemental Agreement No. 7 

SCOPE OF SERVICES 

 
 

A. CONSULTANT shall continue to use qualified seconded personnel provided by 
OWNER that has been assigned to the Program Management Team for services 
during construction as directed by OWNER, and in accordance with a Statement of 
Understanding between the parties. 

 
B. CHANGES TO EXISTING CONTRACT 

Basic Services 

1.0 Preconstruction and Design Phase Services 

 

Delete the entire section and replace with the following: 
 

1.1 The CONSULTANT will assist the OWNER in the development and coordination 
of consistent contract agreements for Professional Services and Construction for 
the Terminal Area Program.  This includes development of work scopes, 
schedules, design criteria, etc.  Additionally, the CONSULTANT will formalize 
procurement procedures to be implemented in the execution of procuring 
professional services for the Terminal Area Program. 

1.2 The CONSULTANT will prepare the scope of work for professional and 
construction services contracts.  Manage the selection process for Professional 
Services contracts, including the preparation of requests for 
qualifications/proposals, making recommendations to the OWNER and 
negotiating and preparing the OWNER/CONSULTANT and OWNER/Designer 
agreements. 

1.3 The CONSULTANT will assist the OWNER in the management and coordination 
of the Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) requirements with the OWNER 
and the FAA to ensure that each Professional Services contract is consistent with 
the OWNER’s DBE program and CFR Part 26.  Further, the CONSULTANT will 
assist the OWNER in enhancing its overall DBE Program outreach, public 
relations and compliance processes. 

1.4 The CONSULTANT will assist the OWNER in the implementation and 
management of the City of Wichita’s Emerging Business Enterprise program.   
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1.5 The CONSULTANT will prepare and update a Program Management Manual for 
the Program which will establish the basis for the management of the Program. 
The CONSULTANT will prepare a Procedures Manual for the Program, which 
will be updated during the entire course of the Program as agreed by the OWNER 
and the CONSULTANT. 

1.6 The CONSULTANT will develop and maintain a management control system 
capable of managing requests for information, supplemental agreements, change 
orders, design transmittals, meeting minutes, payment requests, correspondence, 
scheduling and estimates. 

1.7 The CONSULTANT will prepare a Master Summary Schedule (“Master 
Schedule”) for the Program. This schedule will specify the milestones, activities, 
and dates that will be used to plan and monitor overall performance on the 
Program.  

1.8 The CONSULTANT will work with the Designers, OWNER, and Contractor to 
develop various alternative approaches for the phasing and logistics of the 
construction for Terminal related projects only.  

1.9 The CONSULTANT will assist the OWNER in identifying long lead items and 
facilitating their acquisition so as to not negatively impact the Program for 
Terminal related projects only. 

1.10 The CONSULTANT will provide liaison and coordination between separate 
Design projects that interface to insure compatibility and technical accuracy at the 
interface.   

1.11 The CONSULTANT will develop and maintain a Master Program Cost System 
which will include, establishing project budgets, allocating and summarizing cost 
information, measuring progress and performance, controlling contingencies, and 
tracking funding requirements. 

1.12 The CONSULTANT will act as a point of contact for the review of design 
documents for the OWNER’s program.  

1.13 The CONSULTANT will evaluate both fee estimates for professional services 
and construction cost estimates for the various phases of the Project.  The 
CONSULTANT will work cooperatively with the Designers to reconcile the 
independent cost estimates of the Designers at the completion of the various 
phases of the Project. 

1.14 The CONSULTANT will provide written recommendations and input to OWNER 
and the Designers with respect to constructability reviews, construction cost, 
construction sequencing, possible means and methods of construction, expected 
construction durations of various building methods and separation of the Program 
into Projects for various categories of the Work. 

1.15 The CONSULTANT will support the OWNER’s efforts in the competitive 
bidding of the Construction Contract for the Terminal, including scope, schedule, 
project controls requirements, quality, cost considerations, bid document 
preparation, pre-bid conference support and bid evaluation.  The CONSULTANT 
will assist the OWNER and the Designers in developing and coordinating 
addenda procedures to provide answers to bidders’ questions. 
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1.16 The CONSULTANT will facilitate the delivery of all bid documents and addenda 
to the bidders. This task will be performed in conjunction with the Designers who 
will assemble, bind, and transmit the bid documents and any addenda to the 
Program Manager for distribution to the contracting community. 

1.17 In conjunction with the OWNER and the Designers, the CONSULTANT will 
conduct the pre-bid conference for Terminal related projects only. 

1.18 The CONSULTANT will participate in the bid opening for Terminal project only 
as provided in the Contract Documents, and will assist the OWNER in evaluating 
bidder qualifications and the bids for completeness, responsiveness and price.  
Further, the CONSULTANT will ensure the bid process is conducted in a manner 
consistent with the OWNER’s processes, procedures and high ethical standards 
that is fair and competitive.  The process as further defined in the Procedures 
Manual will ensure confidentiality, timely distribution of beneficial information to 
all bidders and that best and final bids are received at the same date and time.   

 
 

2.0 Financial Planning Services 

Add to this section: 

 
2.1 Execution of the Financial Capacity, Airline Agreement, Terminal 

Concessions, and Rental Car Agreement tasks as previously identified and 
implemented pursuant to a detailed Statement of Services as agreed upon 
between the OWNER and the CONSULTANT including presentations as 
required.  

 

2.2  Other Financial and Business Planning and Legal Liaison  

Given the multi-year timeframe and nature of this contract, the OWNER is likely 
to require assistance with financial and business planning matters and legal liaison 
assistance that cannot currently be anticipated.  As requested and as directed by 
the OWNER, CONSULTANT will also provide other assistance and advice to the 
OWNER on matters related to financing the Terminal-related, parking and rental 
car projects, and the business matters related to airline, rental car or 
concessionaire issues or agreements, and the OWNER’s Capital Improvement 
Program, as well as the overall finances of the OWNER, on an as-needed basis.  
A detailed scope and budget will be prepared for any services requested by the 
OWNER pursuant to this Task. 
 

4.0 Services During Construction 
 

Delete the entire section and replace with the following: 
 

 
4.0 Construction Management Services 
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As the Agent for OWNER, the CONSULTANT will provide the resident project staff and 
subconsultants required to perform the tasks required for an FAA-funded terminal 
Project.   

4.1 In conjunction with the OWNER and Designer, the CONSULTANT will facilitate 
all pre-construction conferences.   

4.2 The CONSULTANT will coordinate the work of the Designers in the plan review 
and construction permitting process as necessary for timely permitting, including 
managing the expediting process.  The CONSULTANT will act as the point of 
contact for the design review of the outstanding design projects and will maintain 
duplicate copies of all permits, insurance certificates, bonds, labor affidavits, and 
other government agency documents as appropriate. 

4.3 The CONSULTANT will provide construction contract administration and will, 
in accordance with OWNER’s and City’s policies and for the appropriate projects, 
comply with the FAA Central Region Supplemental Guidance, dedicate on-site 
personnel to establish and implement administrative coordination and 
communication procedures among the CONSULTANT, the OWNER, the 
Designer, Contractors, and other appropriate parties. 

4.4 The CONSULTANT will establish and implement procedures and record 
management for submittals, material samples, change orders, payment requests, 
requests for information and other procedures and maintain all daily job reports, 
logs, files, and other necessary documentation. 

4.5 The CONSULTANT will review schedules submitted by the Contractor for 
compliance with the Contract Documents and ensure proper level of activity, the 
order, sequence and interdependence of all significant work items including 
construction procurement, fabrication, testing, startup and inspection, and delivery 
of critical or special materials and equipment, and submittals and approvals of 
critical samples, shop drawings, procedures or other documents that could have a 
schedule impact.  

4.6 The CONSULTANT will report to the OWNER in writing, on a monthly basis, 
the status of each projects’ progress.  The report will include the 
CONSULTANT’s review of the Designers’, other Consultants’ and Contractors’ 
progress payments, a status report on all open Change Orders, and an evaluation 
of the Project Master Schedule for Terminal related projects.  Such evaluation 
will include a revised copy of the Summary Master Schedule reflecting the 
current progress, approved revisions and progress photos obtained from the field.  

4.7 The CONSULTANT will analyze construction phasing for operational 
considerations and potential acceleration for Terminal related projects only..  

4.8 The CONSULTANT will provide site phasing and logistics coordination of the 
Terminal related projects with OWNER’s management team to facilitate its on-
going terminal and flight operations.  

4.9 The CONSULTANT will perform construction cost estimates in the manner 
consistent with FAA Central Region Supplemental Guidance requirements for 
independent construction estimates.  This includes independent construction cost 
estimates that must be prepared prior to receiving bids for construction contracts 
as well as performing the appropriate Sponsor cost analyses and evaluation of 
pricing for construction changes during the course of the Work.   
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4.10 The CONSULTANT will remain apprised of all airport activity that may have an 
impact on construction activities and coordinate those activities accordingly.  The 
CONSULTANT will also dedicate on-site personnel to coordinate with the proper 
stakeholders those construction activities that may impact operational activities. 

4.11 The CONSULTANT will maintain a cost management system compatible with 
the overall program level system that will track, manage and forecast project level 
cost commitments, changes and forecasts. 

4.12 As the OWNER’s representative at the construction site, the CONSULTANT will 
be the party through which change orders, pay requests, requests for information 
and other correspondence and information will be processed and will be 
communicated from the Contractor to the OWNER, the Designer, or both, and 
from the OWNER, the Designer or both to the Contractor.  

4.13 The CONSULTANT will review the Designers’, other Consultants’ and 
Contractors’ payment requests for accuracy and determine whether the amount 
requested reflects the progress of the work.  The CONSULTANT will then make 
a recommendation for payment to the OWNER.  

4.14 The CONSULTANT will establish and implement a Change Order control 
system.  The CONSULTANT will make recommendations to the OWNER and 
Change Review Board concerning additional costs or credits, time extensions and 
will verify that work and time adjustments, if any, required by approved change 
orders, have been incorporated into the Contractor’s Construction Schedule.  

4.15 The CONSULTANT will review and evaluate all potential contract changes, 
determine constructability and impacts to cost and schedule and determine merit 
if submitted by the Contractor.  The CONSULTANT will prepare the necessary 
documents to initiate changes to the Work either to the Contractor or Designer.  
The CONSULTANT will prepare and organize negotiations with the 
Contractor(s) and/or Designer(s) as needed to best represent a fair and equitable 
Change Order or Supplemental Agreement. 

4.16 The CONSULTANT will review and monitor the Contractor’s quality control 
plan and controls throughout the duration of the Contract and for each element of 
the construction for compliance with the Contract Documents and industry 
standards. 

4.17 The CONSULTANT will review and enforce the Contract Documents as they 
apply to the Contractor’s quality control testing schedule for compliance with 
ASTM requirements, proper accreditation and testing frequency. 

4.18 The CONSULTANT will conduct construction site meetings with the 
Contractors, and conduct overall coordination meetings with all of the 
Contractors, and, as appropriate, with the OWNER and the Designers, and will 
record, transcribe and distribute minutes to all attendees, stakeholders and all 
other appropriate parties.  The meetings will be the forum for discussing progress 
in the areas of safety, quality, scope changes, administrative issues and schedule. 

4.19 The CONSULTANT will provide resident engineering services, as needed, to 
coordinate and document the progress and quality of the Work and its 
conformance to the Contract Documents, quantity and type of work force the 
Contractor(s) have on site, inventory of equipment on site and its utilization and 
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other quantifiable factors to be made a part of the project record.   All staff will be 
required to meet the requirements to obtain a security badge. 

4.20 Resident Engineers will follow all guidance required by the FAA Central Region 
Supplemental Guidance Section 1000 (Construction Development Projects) for 
the Terminal Building project (Package 12). 

4.21 The CONSULTANT will provide technical inspection and testing.   The 
CONSULTANT will dedicate on-site personnel to ensure technical inspection 
reports required from the Contractors are in a format approved by the OWNER 
and received by the CONSULTANT in a timely manner. 

4.22 The CONSULTANT will engage the services of an accredited materials testing 
laboratory to provide quality assurance testing as required by the contract 
documents and industry standards up to the allowance limits. 

4.23 The CONSULTANT will provide the necessary Structural Special Inspections as 
required by the relevant Designer of record and the City of Wichita Building 
Official having jurisdictional authority. 

4.24 The CONSULTANT will provide facility commissioning oversight.  

4.25 The CONSULTANT will, in conjunction with the Designer, make 
recommendations for corrective action on nonconforming work.  The 
CONSULTANT will dedicate on-site personnel to make recommendations to the 
OWNER and the Designer in instances where the CONSULTANT observes work 
that, in the CONSULTANT’s opinion should be rejected.  

4.26 The CONSULTANT will, in conjunction with the Designer, coordinate the 
preparation of lists of incomplete or defective work (“Punch Lists”) by the 
Contractors prior to Substantial Completion.  When incomplete work or defective 
work has been remedied, the CONSULTANT will issue, upon the OWNER’s 
concurrence, a Certificate of Substantial Completion. 

4.27 The CONSULTANT will, at the conclusion of corrective action of all Punch List 
items, make a final inspection of the facilities in conjunction with the Designer, 
prepare a report of the final inspection for the OWNER and will make 
recommendations to and assist the OWNER in establishing the Final Acceptance 
of the Work. 

4.28 The CONSULTANT will provide risk and claims management and will 
implement, coordinate and chair dispute resolution issues.  

4.29 The CONSULTANT will coordinate and expedite the transmittal of record 
documents from the Designer to the OWNER.  Upon receipt of the said 
documents, the CONSULTANT will perform a spot check to generally assure that 
the documents are complete and accurate.  

4.30 The CONSULTANT will coordinate and enforce redlining requirements of the 
contractor(s) in order to maintain as-built record documents in a manner 
determined by the project team and acceptable to the OWNER.   

4.31 The CONSULTANT will expedite and facilitate the attainment of the Occupancy 
Permits as they relate to the projects under the Program.  

4.32 The CONSULTANT will provide project closeout documents and reports in 
accordance with the requirements of the FAA, TSA and OWNER 
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4.33 The CONSULTANT shall provide independent fee estimates in the manner 
consistent with FAA Central Region Supplemental Guidance requirements for 
independent fee estimates. 

 

 

- END OF EXHIBIT A - 

275



Wichita Airport Authority Terminal Area Redevelopment Program

Start Finish
1/3/15 5/1/15

1. Direct Salary Cost

Staff Member or Title Hours
Field/ 
Home 
Office

Staff 
Weeks

Staff 
Months

Rate/ Hour
 Direct 

Salary Cost 

Program Manager 680 Field 79.50 $54,060
Deputy Program Manager 680 Field 41.52 $28,234
Project Controls Manager 680 Field 81.75 $55,590
Deputy Project Controls Manager 680 Field 38.16 $25,949
Office Engineer 680 Field 34.50 $23,460
Administrative Assistant 680 Field 16.67 $11,336
Inspector 680 Field 29.63 $20,148
Inspector 680 Field 28.98 $19,706
Senior Project Manager 680 Field 57.14 $38,855
Project Manager III 680 Field 53.08 $36,094

6,800 Field 313,432.40$ 
0 Home 0

6,800 Total
Total Direct Salary Cost 313,432.40$ 

2. Labor and General & Administrative Costs Field
117.16%

367,217.40 $367,217

3. Total Labor Cost - Subtotal of Items 1 and 2 (Fully Burdened Labor) $680,649

4. Direct Nonsalary Expenses
4.01 Expenses $2,300 /wk 17.0 wks $39,100

Total Direct Nonsalary Expenses $39,100

5. Subcontract Cost Hours Labor ODC Total
5.01 Civil Technology 2,465.0 $80.42/hr $198,235 $198,235
5.02 Schafer Johnson Cox Frey 3,017 $126.00/hr $380,142 $380,142
5.03 Leigh Fisher $75,000
5.05 Mauler Engineering $6,000

Total Subcontract Cost $659,377

6. Total Cost  Items 3, 4, 5 $1,379,126

7. Fixed Payment 12.50% of Item 6 $172,391

TOTAL $1,551,517

Terminal Bldg PM/CM - Extended Duration

20140821 SA 7 Proposal thru May 1 2015 updated overhead, SA 7 Printed 9/29/2014

Exhibit B
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                 Agenda Item No. VII- 2 
 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 
 

TO:   Wichita Airport Authority 
 
SUBJECT: Retail, News and Gift Concessions and Lease Agreement 
 New Terminal 
 Wichita Mid-Continent Airport 
 
INITIATED BY: Department of Airports 
 
AGENDA:  Wichita Airport Authority (Non-Consent) 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the agreement. 
 
Background:  Requests for Proposals (RFP) from experienced airport retail, news and gift 
concessionaires were sought this spring to serve as the prime operator for the new Airport terminal.  
Advertisements were placed in The Wichita Eagle and several national publications that are oriented 
towards the airport concession industry and minority businesses specializing in airport opportunities.  In 
addition, a targeted distribution advising of the RFP was sent to a large list of firms which had previously 
expressed interest in this type of opportunity.  No responses were received for the RFP.  Therefore, as 
permitted under City Code 2.64.020 (d), direct negotiations with the prime operators which expressed 
interest in providing retail services and participated in the Pre-Proposal Meeting were initiated. 
 
A successful negotiation with The Paradies Shops (Paradies), a family-owned business based in Atlanta, 
was reached which provides the best financial and operational arrangement for the Airport and its 
customers.  Paradies has been in business since 1960, and is the largest U.S.-based airport retail 
concessionaire in the country with more than 575 shops in 75 markets.  The company has stores in nearby 
regional airports, such as Kansas City, Tulsa, Oklahoma City, Des Moines, Colorado Springs, 
Springfield, and Northwest Arkansas.  Paradies has won the “Best Airport Retailer” award for 19 
consecutive years from Airport Revenue News magazine, which is the airport concession and business 
industry’s main resource for information and issues impacting airports in the retail arena.  
 
At its October 6, 2014, meeting, the Airport Advisory Board is expected to approve the selection of 
Paradies and to recommend to the Wichita Airport Authority (WAA) that the agreement be approved. 
 
Analysis:  Paradies will meet or exceed all of the goals of the Airport’s concession program, such as the 
proposed products and merchandise offered for sale, the amount of capital investment, quality and 
appearance of facility design, the financial offer regarding percentage commissions paid to the Airport, 
and the company’s experience and quality of past performance at other airports.  Paradies will construct 
and operate three (3) retail shops in the passenger concourse and gate area.  The main store will be in the 
center, across from Gate 5.  A second store will be across from Gate 3, and a third location will be 
adjacent to Gate 12.  These locations provide shopping opportunities for passengers throughout the gate 
areas.  The stores will sell a wide variety of merchandise that is typically desired by airline passengers, 
such as newspapers, magazines, books, sundries, convenience items, non-prescription drugs, health and 
beauty aid accessories, snacks and candy, bottled beverages, eyewear and accessories, luggage and 
accessories, apparel and headwear, team sports items, regional souvenirs and gifts, ladies accessories, 
gifts and jewelry, toys, and electronics. 
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Paradies’ contract commits the firm to charging customers no more than “local area street pricing” plus 
10% for merchandise in the shops.  There are also financial penalties in the contract in the event of 
specific customer service issues that are not corrected.  Any significant merchandise changes, or any 
concept changes, proposed during the term of the contract require the specific approval of the Director of 
Airports. 
 
The Federal Aviation Administration-required Airport Concession Disadvantaged Business Enterprise 
(ACDBE) program contains a goal of 4.5%, which was calculated in accordance with Title 49 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations, Part 23 (49 CFR 23).  There are no Wichita-area ACDBE firms certified by the 
State of Kansas for retail operations, and the federal regulations prohibit the use of local ACDBE 
preferences and set-asides in the WAA’s program.  The current terminal ACDBE food and beverage 
operator (Multi-Business Service Corporation) has no background in retail merchandising, is not certified 
by the state for those services, and did not express any interest in providing retail services by submitting a 
proposal to the Airport.  Therefore, Paradies has committed to meeting or exceeding the ACDBE goal 
through the use of an existing experienced retail joint venture business partner it uses at other locations, 
Pleasant News, Inc. (Pleasant News), which is certified as a Kansas ACDBE firm for retail sales.  
Pleasant News will invest its own funds to obtain no less than a 5% ownership share of Paradies - 
Wichita, LLC, which was formed as a Kansas limited liability company to operate the facilities at the 
Airport.   
 
Financial Considerations:  The term of the lease agreement with Paradies is a base period of 10 years, 
with a five-year option to renew.  The company will pay the Airport an annual minimum guarantee of 
$175,000 or a percentage of gross sales (whichever is higher) that starts at 10% of gross revenues up to $2 
million in annual sales, and increases to 12% for sales over $2 million. 
 
Paradies will invest private capital of no less than $300 per square foot for the build-out and construction 
of the 2,100 square feet of customer-facing shops, which equates to approximately $630,000.  In addition, 
support space consisting of warehouse, office, storage, and back-of-house areas will also be constructed at 
Paradies’ expense in approximately 1,400 square feet separate from the shops.  Prior to exercising the 
option period to extend the lease, Paradies will be required to make a mid-term refurbishment of its space 
in a manner approved by the Director of Airports with a minimum investment of $50 per square foot. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has reviewed and approved the agreement as to form. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the Wichita Airport Authority approve the 
agreement and authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  Retail, News and Gift Concessions and Lease Agreement. 
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Wichita Airport Authority 

Wichita Mid-Continent Airport 

Statement of Sales - For the Month Ended:    
 

Space #

Retail, News 

& Gift

Current Period 

Sales Rate % Amount Due Vending

Current 

Period 

Sales Rate % Amount Due Total

1

5

8

10

13

14

15

16

Payment

Balance Due and Remitted Herewith Grand Total

Concession Fees

Minimum Rental

The foregoing is certified to be true and correct to the best of our knowledge and belief.  

Please remit payment to:      By:               
Wichita Airport Authority           Name/Position 
2173 Air Cargo Road        
Wichita, KS 67209                 ________________________         

316-946-4700              Date 
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         Agenda Item No.  II-5a 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 

 
 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
  
SUBJECT: Community Events – 2014 Historic Walking Tour (District VI) 
  
INITIATED BY: Division of Arts & Cultural Services 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the request for temporary street closures. 
 
Background:  In accordance with the Community Events procedure, event promoter Gladys Hoefer, 
Historic Midtown Citizens Association, is coordinating the 2014 Historic Walking Tour event with City 
of Wichita staff, subject to final approval by the City Council. 
 
Analysis:  The following street closure request has been submitted: 
 
2014 Historic Walking Tour October 11-12, 2014 10:00 am – 5:30 pm 

• North Topeka Street, 13th Street North to 11th Street North 
 

The event promoter will arrange to remove the barricades as necessary to allow emergency vehicle access 
during the entire designated time period.  The barricades will be removed immediately upon completion 
of the event. 
 
Financial Consideration: The event promoter is responsible for all costs associated with the special 
event.   
 
Legal Consideration: There are no legal considerations.   
 
Recommendation/Actions: It is recommended that the City Council approve the request subject to: 1) 
Hiring off-duty certified law enforcement officers as required; 2) Obtaining barricades to close the streets 
in accordance with requirements of the Police, Fire and Public Works and Utilities Departments; and 3) 
Securing a Certificate of Liability Insurance on file with the Community Event Coordinator. 
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          Agenda Item No. II-5b 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
  
SUBJECT:  Community Events – Prairie Fire Marathon Set-up (District I) 
 
INITIATED BY: Division of Arts & Cultural Services 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the request for temporary street closure. 
 
Background:  In accordance with the Community Events procedure, event promoter Bob Hanson, 
President and CEO, Greater Wichita Area Sports Commission, is coordinating the Prairie Fire Marathon 
with area business owners and making arrangements with City of Wichita staff, subject to final approval 
by the City Council. 
 
Analysis:  The following street closure request has been submitted: 
 
Prairie Fire Marathon Set-up October 11, 2014 10:00 am – October 12, 2014 5:00 pm 

 Lewis/Waterman, Wichita Street to Water Street 
 
The event promoter will arrange to remove the barricades as necessary to allow emergency vehicle access 
during the entire designated time period.  The barricades will be removed immediately upon completion 
of the event. 
 
Financial Consideration: The event promoter is responsible for all costs associated with the special 
event.   
 
Legal Consideration: There are no legal considerations.   
 
Recommendation/Actions: It is recommended that the City Council approve the request subject to: 1) 
Hiring off-duty certified law enforcement officers as required; 2) Obtaining barricades to close the streets 
in accordance with requirements of the Police, Fire and Public Works and Utilities Departments; and 3) 
Securing a Certificate of Liability Insurance on file with the Community Events Coordinator. 
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          Agenda Item No. II-5c 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
  
SUBJECT:  Community Events – Prairie Fire Marathon and Fun Run (All Districts) 
 
INITIATED BY: Division of Arts & Cultural Services 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the request for temporary street closures. 
 
Background:  In accordance with the Community Events procedure, event promoter Bob Hanson, 
President and CEO, Greater Wichita Area Sports Commission, is coordinating the Prairie Fire Marathon 
with area business owners and making arrangements with City of Wichita staff, subject to final approval 
by the City Council. 
 
Analysis:  The following street closure requests have been submitted: 
 
Prairie Fire Marathon October 12, 2014   12:00 am – 5:00 pm 

 Lewis/Waterman Street, Main Street to McLean Boulevard  
 McLean Boulevard, Lincoln Street to Douglas Avenue 
 Douglas Avenue, McLean Boulevard to Clifton Avenue 
 Clifton Avenue, Douglas Avenue to Waterman Street 
 Waterman Street, Clifton Street to Circle Drive 
 Circle Drive, Waterman Street to Bluff Street 
 Bluff Street, Circle Drive to Lewis Street  
 Lewis Street, Bluff Street to Glendale Street 
 Glendale Street, Lewis Street to Waterman Street 
 Waterman Street, Glendale Street to Edgemoor Street 
 Edgemoor Street, Waterman Street to South Lexington Road 
 South Lexington Road, Edgemoor Street to South Ridgecrest Street 
 South Ridgecrest Street , South Lexington Street to Lynwood Street 
 Lynwood Street, South Ridgecrest Street to Hampton Street 
 Hampton Street, Lynwood Street to walking path 
 Lakeside Boulevard, Willowbrook Road to South Mission Road 
 South Mission Road,  Lakeside Boulevard to Douglas Avenue  
 Douglas Avenue, South Misson Road to Rutland Street 
 Rutland Street, Douglas Avenue to Armour Avenue 
 Armour Avenue, Rutland Street to Central Avenue 
 Central Avenue, Armour Avenue to Broadmoor Avenue 
 Broadmoor Avenue, Central Avenue to Doreen Street 
 Doreen Street, Killarney Street to Donegal Street 
 Donegal Street, Doreen Street to Rock Road 
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 Rock Road, Donegal Street to Polo Drive 
 Polo Drive, Rock Road to South Magill Street 
 Broadmoor Street, Polo Drive to Magill Street 
 Magill Street, Broadmoor Street to Doreen Street          
 Doreen Street, Magill Street to Oneida Street 
 Oneida Street, Doreen Street to Post Oak Road 
 Post Oak Road, Oneida Street to path 
 Talleyrand Street/Tenth Street, path to Gretchen Lane 
 Gretchen Lane, Tenth Street to Magill Street 
 Magill Street, Gretchen Lane to Woodlawn Street 
 Patricia Street, Woodlawn Street to Ninth Street 
 Ninth Street, Patricia Street to Edgemoor Street 
 Edgemoor Street, Ninth Street to Douglas Avenue  
 Douglas Avenue, Edgemoor Street to Dellrose Street  
 Dellrose Street, Douglas Avenue to Second Street  
 Second Street, Dellrose Street to Emporia Street 
 Emporia Street, Second Street to Pine Street 
 Pine Street, Emporia Street to Santa Fe Avenue  
 Santa Fe Avenue, Pine Street to Murdock Street 
 Murdock Street, Santa Fe Avenue to Main Street  
 Main Street, Murdock Street to Eighth Street 
 Eighth Street, Main Street to Back Bay Boulevard 
 Back Bay Boulevard, Eighth Street to Ninth Street  
 Ninth Street, Back Bay Boulevard to Oak Park Drive 
 Oak Park Drive, Ninth Street to Forest Avenue 
 Forest Avenue, Oak Park Drive to 12th Street 
 Oak Park Drive, 12th  to 11th Street 
 11th Street, Oak Park Drive to River Boulevard  
 River Boulevard, 11th Street to Murdock Street   
 Stackman Drive, Murdock Street to Sim Park Drive 
 Sim Park Drive, Stackman Drive to Murdock Street  
 Murdock Street, Sim Park Drive to Amidon Avenue  
 Amidon Avenue, Murdock Street to 12th Street  
 12th Street, Amidon Avenue to Perry Street 
 Perry Street, 12th Street to 13th Street  
 13th Street, Perry Street to McLean Boulevard 
 McLean Boulevard, Thirteenth Street to Douglas Avenue  

 
The event promoter will arrange to remove the barricades as necessary to allow emergency vehicle access 
during the entire designated time period.  The barricades will be removed immediately upon completion 
of the event. 
 
Financial Consideration: The event promoter is responsible for all costs associated with the special 
event.   
 
Legal Consideration: There are no legal considerations.   
 
Recommendation/Actions: It is recommended that the City Council approve the request subject to: 1) 
Hiring off-duty certified law enforcement officers as required; 2) Obtaining barricades to close the streets 
in accordance with requirements of the Police, Fire and Public Works and Utilities Departments; and 3) 
Securing a Certificate of Liability Insurance on file with the Community Events Coordinator. 
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          Agenda Item No. II-5d 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
  
SUBJECT:  Community Events – Prairie Fire Half Marathon  (All Districts) 
 
INITIATED BY: Division of Arts & Cultural Services 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the request for temporary street closures. 
 
Background:  In accordance with the Community Events procedure, event promoter Bob Hanson, 
President and CEO, Greater Wichita Area Sports Commission, is coordinating the Prairie Fire Marathon 
with area business owners and making arrangements with City of Wichita staff, subject to final approval 
by the City Council. 
 
Analysis:  The following street closure requests have been submitted: 
 
Prairie Fire Half Marathon October 12, 2014   12:00 am – 5:00 pm 

 Lewis/Waterman Street, Main Street to McLean Boulevard  
 McLean Boulevard, Lincoln Street to Douglas Avenue 
 Douglas Avenue, McLean Boulevard to Clifton Avenue 
 Clifton Avenue, Douglas Avenue to Waterman Street 
 Waterman Street, Clifton Street to Circle Drive 
 Circle Drive, Waterman Street to Bluff Street 
 Bluff Street, Circle Drive to Lewis Street  
 Lewis Street, Bluff Street to Glendale Street 
 Glendale Street, Lewis Street to Waterman Street 
 Waterman Street, Glendale Street to Edgemoor Street 
 Edgemoor Street, Waterman Street to South Lexington Road 
 South Lexington Road, Edgemoor Street to South Ridgecrest Street 
 South Ridgecrest Street , South Lexington Street to Douglas Avenue 
 Douglas Avenue, South Ridgecrest Street to Dellrose Street 
 Dellrose Street, Douglas to Second Street 
 Second Street, Dellrose Street to Emporia Street 
 Emporia Street, Second Street to Pine Street 
 Pine Street, Emporia Street to Santa Fe Avenue  
 Santa Fe Avenue, Pine Street to Murdock Street 
 Murdock Street, Santa Fe Avenue to Main Street  
 Main Street, Murdock Street to 2nd Street 
 Second Street/Central Avenue, Main Street to Seneca Street   
 Seneca Street, Central Avenue to McLean Boulevard 
 McLean Boulevard, Seneca Street to Lewis Street  
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The event promoter will arrange to remove the barricades as necessary to allow emergency vehicle access 
during the entire designated time period.  The barricades will be removed immediately upon completion 
of the event. 
 
Financial Consideration: The event promoter is responsible for all costs associated with the special 
event.   
 
Legal Consideration: There are no legal considerations.  
 
Recommendation/Actions: It is recommended that the City Council approve the request subject to: 1) 
Hiring off-duty certified law enforcement officers as required; 2) Obtaining barricades to close the streets 
in accordance with requirements of the Police, Fire and Public Works and Utilities Departments; and 3) 
Securing a Certificate of Liability Insurance on file with the Community Events Coordinator. 
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          Agenda Item No. 02-5e 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
  
SUBJECT:  Community Events – Prairie Fire Marathon 5K (Districts I and VI) 
 
INITIATED BY: Division of Arts & Cultural Services 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the request for temporary street closures. 
 
Background:  In accordance with the Community Events procedure, event promoter Bob Hanson, 
President and CEO, Greater Wichita Area Sports Commission, is coordinating the Prairie Fire Marathon 
with area business owners and making arrangements with City of Wichita staff, subject to final approval 
by the City Council. 
 
Analysis:  The following street closure requests have been submitted: 
 
Prairie Fire Marathon 5K October 12, 2014   12:00 am – 5:00 pm 

 Lewis/Waterman Street, Main Street to McLean Boulevard  
 McLean Boulevard, Lewis/Waterman Street to Seneca Street 
 Seneca Street, McLean Boulevard to Museum Boulevard 
 Museum Boulevard, Seneca Street to Greenway Boulevard 
 Greenway Boulevard, Second Street to Water Street 
 Water Street, Second Street to Douglas Avenue 
 Main Street, Second Street to Douglas Avenue 
 Douglas Avenue, Main Street to McLean Boulevard 

 
The event promoter will arrange to remove the barricades as necessary to allow emergency vehicle access 
during the entire designated time period.  The barricades will be removed immediately upon completion 
of the event. 
 
Financial Consideration: The event promoter is responsible for all costs associated with the special 
event.   
 
Legal Consideration: There are no legal considerations.  
 
Recommendation/Actions: It is recommended that the City Council approve the request subject to: 1) 
Hiring off-duty certified law enforcement officers as required; 2) Obtaining barricades to close the streets 
in accordance with requirements of the Police, Fire and Public Works and Utilities Departments; and 3) 
Securing a Certificate of Liability Insurance on file with the Community Events Coordinator. 
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          Agenda Item No.  II-5f 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 

 
 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
  
SUBJECT: Community Events – Tallgrass Film Festival (District VI) 
  
INITIATED BY: Division of Arts & Cultural Services 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the request for temporary street closures. 
 
Background:  In accordance with the Community Events procedure, event promoter Tom Mittlestadt, 
Tallgrass Film Association, is coordinating the Tallgrass Film Festival event with City of Wichita staff, 
subject to final approval by the City Council. 
 
Analysis:  The following street closure request has been submitted: 
 
Tallgrass Film Festival October 15, 2014 9:00 am through October 20, 2014 12:00 am 

• First Street, Broadway Avenue to Topeka Street 
 

The event promoter will arrange to remove the barricades as necessary to allow emergency vehicle access 
during the entire designated time period.  The barricades will be removed immediately upon completion 
of the event. 
 
Financial Consideration: The event promoter is responsible for all costs associated with the special 
event.   
 
Legal Consideration: There are no legal considerations.   
 
Recommendation/Actions: It is recommended that the City Council approve the request subject to: 1) 
Hiring off-duty certified law enforcement officers as required; 2) Obtaining barricades to close the streets 
in accordance with requirements of the Police, Fire and Public Works and Utilities Departments; and 3) 
Securing a Certificate of Liability Insurance on file with the Community Event Coordinator. 
 

421



         Agenda Item No.  II-5g 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 

 
 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
  
SUBJECT: Community Events – Ghoulish Gala (District VI) 
  
INITIATED BY: Division of Arts & Cultural Services 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the request for temporary street closures. 
 
Background:  In accordance with the Community Events procedure, event promoter Kathy Sweeney, 
Director of Special Events at Botanica, is coordinating the Ghoulish Gala event with City of Wichita staff, 
subject to final approval by the City Council. 
 
Analysis:  The following street closure request has been submitted: 
 
Ghoulish Gala October 24, 2014 5:00 pm – 11:00 pm 

• Amidon Street, West Murdock Avenue to West Murdock Street 
 

The event promoter will arrange to remove the barricades as necessary to allow emergency vehicle access 
during the entire designated time period.  The barricades will be removed immediately upon completion 
of the event. 
 
Financial Consideration: The event promoter is responsible for all costs associated with the special 
event.   
 
Legal Consideration: There are no legal considerations.   
 
Recommendation/Actions: It is recommended that the City Council approve the request subject to: 1) 
Hiring off-duty certified law enforcement officers as required; 2) Obtaining barricades to close the streets 
in accordance with requirements of the Police, Fire and Public Works and Utilities Departments; and 3) 
Securing a Certificate of Liability Insurance on file with the Community Event Coordinator. 
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          Agenda Item No. II-5h 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
  
SUBJECT: Community Events – 23rd Annual Frostbite Regatta (District VI) 
  
INITIATED BY: Division of Arts & Cultural Services 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the request for temporary street closure. 
 
Background:  In accordance with the Community Events procedure, event promoter Steve Owens, 
Wichita Rowing Association, is coordinating the 23rd Annual Frostbite Regatta with City of Wichita staff, 
subject to final approval by the City Council. 
 
Analysis:  The following street closure request has been submitted: 
 
23rd Annual Frostbite Regatta November 2, 2014 6:30 am – 6:00 pm 

 Nims Street, Central Avenue to Roundabout.   
 
The event promoter will arrange to remove the barricades as necessary to allow emergency vehicle access 
during the entire designated time period.  The barricades will be removed immediately upon completion 
of the event. 
 
Financial Consideration: The event promoter is responsible for all costs associated with the special 
event.   
 
Legal Consideration: There are no legal considerations.   
 
Recommendation/Actions: It is recommended that the City Council approve the request subject to: 1) 
Hiring off-duty certified law enforcement officers as required; 2) Obtaining barricades to close the streets 
in accordance with requirements of the Police, Fire and Public Works and Utilities Departments; and 3) 
Securing a Certificate of Liability Insurance on file with the Community Events Coordinator. 
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          Agenda Item No.  II-5i 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 

 
 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
  
SUBJECT: Community Events – Zombie Invasion Run (District IV) 
  
INITIATED BY: Division of Arts & Cultural Services 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the request for temporary street closures. 
 
Background:  In accordance with the Community Events procedure, event promoter Taryn Thomas, 
Marketing Coordinator, Mel Hambleton Ford, is coordinating the Zombie Invasion Run event with City 
of Wichita staff, subject to final approval by the City Council. 
 
Analysis:  The following street closure request has been submitted: 
 
Zombie Invasion Run October 19, 2014 12:00 pm – 6:00 pm 

• West Kellogg Drive, 119th Street West to 111th Street West 
 

The event promoter will arrange to remove the barricades as necessary to allow emergency vehicle access 
during the entire designated time period.  The barricades will be removed immediately upon completion 
of the event. 
 
Financial Consideration: The event promoter is responsible for all costs associated with the special 
event.   
 
Legal Consideration: There are no legal considerations.   
 
Recommendation/Actions: It is recommended that the City Council approve the request subject to: 1) 
Hiring off-duty certified law enforcement officers as required; 2) Obtaining barricades to close the streets 
in accordance with requirements of the Police, Fire and Public Works and Utilities Departments; and 3) 
Securing a Certificate of Liability Insurance on file with the Community Event Coordinator. 
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          Agenda Item No.  II-5j 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 

 
 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
  
SUBJECT:  Community Events – Wesley Senior 5K (District IV) 
  
INITIATED BY: Division of Arts & Cultural Services 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the request for temporary street closures. 
 
Background:  In accordance with the Community Events procedure, event promoter Trevor Darmstetter, 
goracetiming.com, is coordinating the Wesley Senior 5Kwith City of Wichita staff, subject to final 
approval by the City Council. 
 
Analysis:  The following street closure request has been submitted: 
 
Wesley Senior 5K October 7, 2014 5:00 pm – 8:00 pm 

• Amidon Avenue, Murdock Street to West 11th Street North 
• Sim Park Drive, Amidon Avenue to Bike Path 
• Murdock Street, Sim Park Drive to Amidon Avenue 

 
The event promoter will arrange to remove the barricades as necessary to allow emergency vehicle access 
during the entire designated time period.  The barricades will be removed immediately upon completion 
of the event. 
 
Financial Consideration: The event promoter is responsible for all costs associated with the special 
event.   
 
Legal Consideration: There are no legal considerations.   
 
Recommendation/Actions: It is recommended that the City Council approve the request subject to: 1) 
Hiring off-duty certified law enforcement officers as required; 2) Obtaining barricades to close the streets 
in accordance with requirements of the Police, Fire and Public Works and Utilities Departments; and 3) 
Securing a Certificate of Liability Insurance on file with the Community Event Coordinator. 
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Agenda Item No. II-6a 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 
TO: Mayor and City Council   
 
SUBJECT: Utility Relocation Agreement for Kellogg and I-235 Interchange (District IV) 
 
INITIATED BY: Department of Public Works & Utilities 
 
AGENDA: Consent 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the project, agreement, use of the design-build process and selection 
criteria, and adopt the resolution. 
 
Background:  The Kansas Department of Transportation (KDOT) is planning a project to improve the 
interchange at I-235 and West Kellogg.  The proposed improvements require the relocation of an existing 
transmission line owned by Westar Energy, Inc.  City-owned waterline facilities are located in the route 
along which Westar plans to relocate the transmission line. 
   
Analysis:  In order for Westar to complete the transmission line relocation and the City to maintain water 
service, the City’s waterline facilities must be relocated first.  Additionally, in order to maintain KDOT’s 
project schedule, Westar must relocate the transmission line by June 2015.  To allow Westar sufficient 
time to complete the relocation, the City’s waterline facilities must be relocated by March 1, 2015.  The 
proposed agreement with Westar establishes the deadline and details the basis for reimbursement.   
 
The project will relocate two water lines along Clara and Young Streets.  The Clara Street water line will 
also be extended.  To prevent dead ends in the system, a connecting link is proposed to be completed with 
the relocation project.  Westar agreed to pay for the extension, but the City is responsible for the 
connecting link. 
 
To meet the schedule proposed by Westar and KDOT, staff recommends that the project be completed 
through a design-build process.  Selection will be based on experience with previous waterline and 
design-build projects, cost, approach to the project, and ability to meet the required timeline.  The project 
will be returned to the City Council for approval of the selection. 
 
Financial Considerations:  The estimated relocation cost is $219,988.   
 
Westar will reimburse the City $209,988 for 100% of the cost of design, construction, and Engineering 
inspection, including any costs above the stated estimate for the relocation and extension of the water 
lines.  Westar will pay the City for the full estimated cost within 30 days of the proposed agreement being 
approved by both parties.  The agreement provides that the City will provide Westar with a full statement 
of project costs within 30 days of completion.  Additionally, within 30 days of the City’s provided 
statement of cost, any costs beyond the stated estimate will be reimbursed by Westar and any 
overpayments by Westar will be reimbursed by the City. The estimated cost of the connecting link is 
$10,000 and funding is available in the approved 2014 Water Distribution Mains Replacement budget.  
The work will be funded by future revenue bond sales or Water Utility cash reserves.   
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has reviewed and approved the resolution and agreement as 
to form. 
 
Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the project and agreement, 
approve the use of the design-build process and selection criteria, adopt the resolution and authorize all 
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necessary signatures, including those for the acquisition or granting of easements, utility relocation 
agreements, and all required permits. 
 
Attachments:  Agreement with Westar, Resolution, and Notice of Intent. 
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JLN\600809.053\DOCUMENT MASTER FORMS\ WATER & SEWER UTILITY REVENUE PROJECT AUTH (10-09-13) 
 

(Published in The Wichita Eagle, on October 10, 2014.) 
 

NOTICE 
 
TO:  THE RESIDENTS OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS 
 
 You are hereby notified that the City Council (the “Governing Body”) of the City of Wichita, 
Kansas (the “City”), by Resolution No. 14-290, duly adopted October 7, 2014, has found and determined 
it to be necessary and declared its intention to construct, reconstruct, alter, repair, improve, extend and 
enlarge the City of Wichita, Kansas Water and Sewer Utility, which is owned and operated by the City 
(the “Utility”), in the following manner: 
 

Utility Relocation for Kellogg and I-235 Interchange (W-52) 
 
(the “Project”) at an estimated cost, including related design and engineering expenses of $219,988. 
 
 In order to finance all or a portion of the costs of the Project and related reserves, interest on 
financing and administrative and financing costs, the Governing Body has further found and determined it 
to be necessary and declared its intention to issue revenue bonds an aggregate principal amount not to 
exceed $237,587 under the authority of K.S.A. 10-1201 et seq., as amended and supplemented by Charter 
Ordinance No. 211 of the City (the “Bonds”).  The Bonds shall not be general obligation bonds of the 
City payable from taxation, but shall be payable only from the revenues derived from the operations of 
the Utility.  Costs of the Project in excess of the proceeds of the Bonds shall be paid from unencumbered 
moneys of the Utility which will be available for that purpose. 
 
 This Notice shall be published one time in the official newspaper of the City; and if, within 
fifteen (15) days from and after the publication date hereof, there shall be filed in the Office of the City 
Clerk a written protest against the Project and the issuance of the Bonds, which protest is signed by not 
less than twenty percent (20%) of the qualified electors of the City, then the question of the Project and 
the issuance of the Bonds shall be submitted to the electors of the City at a special election which shall be 
called for that purpose as provided by law.  If no sufficient protest to the Project and the issuance of the 
Bonds is filed within said period, then the Governing Body shall have the authority to proceed with the 
Project and issuance of the Bonds. 
 
 BY ORDER of the Governing Body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, on October 7, 2014. 
 
 
          /s/ CARL BREWER, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
/s/ Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
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JLN\600809.053\DOCUMENT MASTER FORMS\ WATER & SEWER UTILITY REVENUE PROJECT AUTH (10-09-13) 
 

Gilmore & Bell, P.C. 
10/09/2013 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-290 

 
A RESOLUTION DECLARING IT NECESSARY TO CONSTRUCT, 
RECONSTRUCT, ALTER, REPAIR, IMPROVE, EXTEND AND ENLARGE THE 
WATER AND SEWER UTILITY OWNED AND OPERATED BY THE CITY OF 
WICHITA, KANSAS, TO ISSUE REVENUE BONDS FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
PAYING CERTAIN COSTS THEREOF, AND PROVIDING FOR THE GIVING 
OF NOTICE OF SUCH INTENTION IN THE MANNER REQUIRED BY LAW.   
 

 
 WHEREAS, the City of Wichita, Kansas (the “City”) is a municipal corporation, duly created, 
organized and existing under the Constitution and laws of the State; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council of the City (the “Governing Body”), has heretofore by Ordinance 
No. 39-888, passed May 26, 1987 and published in the official newspaper of the City on May 29, 1987, as 
required by law, authorized the combining of the City-owned and operated municipal water utility and 
municipal sewer utility thereby creating the City of Wichita, Kansas Water and Sewer Utility (the 
"Utility”); and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City is authorized under the Constitution and laws of the State of Kansas, 
including K.S.A. 10-1201 et seq., as amended and supplemented by Charter Ordinance No. 211 of the 
City (collectively, the “Act”), to issue revenue bonds to construct, reconstruct, alter, repair, improve, 
extend and enlarge the Utility; 
 
 WHEREAS, the Governing Body hereby finds and determines that it is necessary and advisable 
to construct, reconstruct, alter, repair, improve, extend and enlarge the Utility in the following manner: 
 

Utility Relocation for Kellogg and I-235 Interchange (W-52) 
 
(the “Project”) and to provide for the payment of all or a portion of the costs thereof by the issuance of 
revenue bonds of the City pursuant to the Act; said bonds to be payable from the revenues of the Utility. 
 
 BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, 
KANSAS, AS FOLLOWS: 
 
 Section 1.  Project Authorization.   It is hereby authorized, ordered and directed that the Project 
be acquired, constructed and/or installed in accordance with plans and specifications therefor prepared 
under the direction of the City Engineer or designate and approved by the Governing Body; said plans 
and specifications to be placed on file in the offices of the Utility.  The estimated cost of the Project, 
including related design and engineering expenses is $219,988.  The Project will not cause duplication of 
any existing water or sewer utility service furnished by a private utility in the City. 
 
 Section 2.  Project Financing.  It is hereby found and determined to be necessary and advisable 
to issue revenue bonds of the City under the authority of the Act, in an aggregate principal amount not to 
exceed $237,587 in order to pay all or a portion of the costs of the Project and related reserves, interest on 
financing and administrative and financing costs (the “Bonds”).  The Bonds shall not be general 
obligations of the City payable from taxation, but shall be payable from the revenues derived from the 
operations of the Utility.  Costs of the Project in excess of the proceeds of the Bonds, if any, shall be paid 
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from unencumbered moneys of the Utility which will be available for that purpose.  The Bonds may be 
issued to reimburse expenditures made on or after the date which is 60 days before the date of this 
Resolution, pursuant to Treasury Regulation 1.150-2. 
 
 Section 3.  Notice.  Before issuing the Bonds, there shall be published one (1) time in the official 
newspaper of the City, a notice of the intention of the Governing Body to undertake the Project and to 
issue the Bonds (the “Notice”); and if within fifteen (15) days after the publication of such Notice, there 
shall be filed with the City Clerk, a written protest against the Project or the issuance of the Bonds, signed 
by not less than twenty per cent (20%) of the qualified electors of the City, the Governing Body shall 
thereupon submit such proposed Project and the Bonds to the electors of the City at a special election to 
be called for that purpose as provided by the Act.  If no sufficient protest is filed with the City Clerk 
within the period of time hereinbefore stated, then the Governing Body shall have the authority to proceed 
with the Project and issuance of the Bonds. 
 
 Section 4.  Effective Date.  This Resolution shall be in full force and effect from and after its 
adoption by the Governing Body. 
 
 
 ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Wichita, Kansas, by not less than two-thirds of the 
members voting in favor thereof, on October 7, 2014. 
 
 
 
(SEAL)              

Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
      

Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
      

Sharon Dickgrafe, Interim Director of 
Law 
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 Agenda Item No.  II-6b  
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT: High Cotton USA, Inc. Contract Amendment (All Districts) 
 
INITIATED BY: Department of Public Works & Utilities   
 
AGENDA: Consent 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the contract amendment.  
 
Background: The City of Wichita entered into an agreement with High Cotton USA, Inc. DBA High 
Cotton on June 9, 2009, based on the Request for Proposal approved by the City Council.  The scope of 
services was for outsourcing utility bills, print shop, and mail room services.  High Cotton received the 
contract to print and mail utility bills.  The term of the contract was for one year with an option to renew 
for four successive one year terms by mutual agreement of both parties.  The contract is scheduled to 
expire December 31, 2014.   
 
Analysis: Public Works & Utilities issued a Request for Proposal (RFP) for a new Customer Information 
System (CIS), which will allow the City to be more efficient in its water billing process.  Proposals have 
been received and software demonstrations will begin in the middle of August. Conversion to a new 
system will begin in 2015. 
 
Converting to a new system will change the needs of the City’s next bill print vendor.  Due to this process 
being underway, staff recommends that a RFP for a new bill print vendor not be released until after a new 
CIS vendor has been selected.  Securing a new CIS vendor first will allow the City to ensure that the 
selected company will be compatible with the new CIS system.   
 
The existing contract with High Cotton expires at the end of the year, which is in the middle of the CIS 
selection process.  The department proposes an extension of the existing contract for one year at the 
current prices.  There would be an option to renew for an additional year, should the CIS conversion 
process necessitate a further extension.  This will provide continuity in utility bills through the 
implementation of the new software system, and will do so at the existing prices 
 
Financial Considerations: The pricing negotiated with the 
original contract will remain intact for the contract amendment.  
The amounts paid annually to High Cotton are driven by the 
number of customer accounts that receive paper bills.  The City 
expects to spend $885,000 next year on bill printing and mailing. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has reviewed and 
approved the contract amendment as to form. 
 
Recommendations/Actions: It is recommended that the City Council approve the contract amendment 
and authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments: Amended contract. 

High Cotton Payment History 
Year Expenses 
2009 (partial year) $211,569 
2010 $862,968 
2011 $1,001,224 
2012 $952,346 
2013 $873,988 
2014 YTD $663,076 
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Agenda Item No. II-6c 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT: Improvements to East Kellogg from Cypress to Wiedemann (District II) 
 
INITIATED BY: Department of Public Works & Utilities 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the supplemental funding agreement, supplemental design agreement, and 
revised budget, and adopt the resolutions. 
 
Background:  On January 10, 2012, the City Council approved an agreement with the Kansas 
Department of Transportation (KDOT) regarding funding for improvements to East Kellogg from 
Cypress to Wiedemann, including the interchange at Webb Road and the Kansas Turnpike Authority 
(KTA).  The agreement provided that KDOT would reimburse the City for 100% of the construction costs 
in excess of the City’s contribution of $7.2 million.  The agreement has since been modified as detailed 
below. 
 

KDOT Funding Agreement History 

SA No. Date Approved Changes Made 
   

1 April 22, 2013 Limited KDOT’s total contribution to $162 million in aggregate 
for this and the adjacent project, which covers Kellogg from 
Wiedemann to 127th Street East and the Greenwich interchange.  
Established responsibility for any trails or sidewalks that might be 
constructed with the project. 

2 October 11, 2013 Added KDOT requirements regarding design and right-of-way 
plans, specifications, geotechnical investigations, consultant 
qualifications, and other engineering details. 

 
 
On December 4, 2007, the City Council approved an agreement with Parsons Brinkerhoff, Inc. for design 
of the improvements at a cost of $6,795,601.  The following supplemental design agreements (SDA) have 
been approved by the City Council to date: 
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Design Agreement History 

SDA No. Date Approved Services Provided Cost 
    

1 March 2, 2010 Development and evaluation of additional design 
concepts, traffic simulation models, and schematics. $451,293 

2 September 14, 2010 Development of temporary signalization improvements 
at Kellogg and 159th Street East, additional design 
concepts for the Webb and KTA interchange, aesthetic 
development, and coordination with property owners. $759,643 

3 April 17, 2012 Modification of plans to Kansas Department of 
Transportation (KDOT) format, support for right-of-way 
acquisition, redesign to accommodate new commercial 
development, incorporation of aesthetic elements and 
Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) features, and 
development of a Transportation Management Plan for 
the construction phase. $1,006,910 

4 May 14, 2013 Incorporation of ITS features at an additional location as 
required by KDOT and additional aerial exhibits, 
property staking, tract map revisions, and design review 
drawings made necessary by initiation of the eminent 
domain process. $174,132 

5 January 14, 2014 Design and consultation services for the Webb and KTA 
interchange construction phase, including shop drawing 
reviews, requests for information, oversight of aesthetic 
element construction, and on-site plan reviews. $599,322 

 Total cost of design services to date: $9,786,901 
 
 
Analysis:  An additional supplemental funding agreement has been prepared which further details 
KDOT’s contribution to the project.  KDOT’s contribution for construction remains 100% of costs in 
excess of the City’s $7.2 million for the Cypress to Wiedemann (Webb) project, with an aggregate cap of 
$162 million for it and the Wiedemann to 127th Street East (Greenwich) projects combined, as previously 
approved.  The original agreement provided that the $162 million in T-WORKS funding could only be 
used for construction and construction engineering.  The proposed supplemental agreement allows the use 
of $3 million for redesign and utility relocation for the Webb project. 
 
The Webb project was bid for construction on January 24, 2014, with the only bid submitted exceeding 
the estimated cost by more than $27 million.  The design team then began evaluating the design to 
identify aspects that could be changed without affecting functionality.  As the evaluation progressed, the 
KTA and KDOT conducted a traffic study to evaluate the possibility of making design changes with the 
Webb and KTA connection if improvements were made at the K-96, KTA, and Kellogg interchange.   
 
The KTA and KDOT selected TranSystems to study traffic movements and develop design concepts for a 
system-to-system-to-system interchange at Kellogg, K-96, and the KTA.  City staff, KDOT, KTA, and 
TranSystems evaluated proposed concepts for an interchange at K-96 and Kellogg, including the impact 
to the Kellogg and Webb Interchange.  Following the evaluations, the KTA Board approved a preliminary 
concept for a system-to-system-system connection at Kellogg, K-96, and the KTA, which allows direct 
movements at the Kellogg and Webb Interchange to be modified.   
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A supplemental design agreement has been prepared to provide the needed design changes to the Webb 
project.  The proposed design modifications will provide an estimated $30 million in savings on the cost 
of construction by eliminating a bridge and frontage road tunnel, reducing the length and height of the 
retaining walls in certain areas, and eliminating on- and off-ramps to and from Kellogg.  A portion of this 
savings is proposed to be used toward the City’s contribution to the new K-96 interchange improvements. 
 
Financial Considerations:  The existing budget for design, which was approved by the City Council on 
May 22, 2012, is $9,723,448 and is funded by Local Sales Tax.  Staff proposes distributing the $3 million 
in T-Works funding as shown below. 
 

Distribution of T-Works Funding 

Design Funding  

 Previously approved Local Sales Tax funding $9,723,448 
 Proposed T-Works (KDOT) funding $1,600,000 
 Total revised design budget $11,323,448 
Right-of-Way and Utility Relocation Funding  
 Proposed T-Works (KDOT) funding  $1,400,000 

 
 
The total estimated cost of the work provided by Supplemental Design Agreement No. 6 is $2,505,484.  
A credit of $1,047,052 against the total cost of the new supplemental agreement is available due to under 
runs and the elimination of design elements which are no longer needed based on the revised project 
design.  The net cost of Supplemental Design Agreement No. 6 is $1,458,432 and the total revised cost of 
all design work is $11,245,333. 
 

Design Costs 

Total cost of original design agreement and five previously approved 
supplemental design agreements $9,786,901 

 Total cost of supplemental design agreement $2,505,484  
 Credit adjustment $(1,047,052)  

Net cost of Supplemental Design Agreement No. 6 $1,458,432 

Total design cost to date $11,245,333 
 
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has reviewed and approved the supplemental funding and 
design agreements and resolutions as to form. 
 
Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the supplemental funding 
and design agreements, approve the revised budget for design and the budget for utility relocation, adopt 
the resolutions, and authorize all necessary signatures for the acquisition or granting of easements, utility 
relocation agreements, and required permits. 
 
Attachments:  KDOT Supplemental Agreement No. 3, Supplemental Design Agreement No. 6, budget 
sheets, and resolutions. 

445



1 
 

Agenda Item No. II-7a 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 

 
TO:     Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT: Water Storage Tank Rehabilitation Design and Inspection Agreement (District I) 
 
INITIATED BY: Department of Public Works & Utilities 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the design agreement. 
 
Background:  Wichita currently has three water towers to serve the distribution system.  The oldest are the 
Roosevelt and Woodlawn towers.  The Roosevelt tower was constructed in 1951 and the Woodlawn tower 
was constructed in 1961.  Water towers are subjected to the normal wear and tear that affects all facilities 
exposed to the elements.  Water tower exteriors should be recoated every 15 to 20 years, and the interiors 
should be recoated every 20 years.  The exteriors of the Roosevelt and Woodlawn towers were last recoated 
in the late 1990s.  To date, all new coatings have been layered on top of existing coatings and the service life 
of each is decreasing.  Both towers need to have all previous coatings removed and a new coating applied. 
 
On November 2, 2010, the City Council approved $1 million in funding for design, but the project was later 
put on hold.  The project now needs to move forward due to the deteriorating condition of the tanks. 
 
On June 25, 2014, the Staff Screening and Selection Committee interviewed both of the consulting firms that 
responded to the City’s request for proposals.  Professional Engineering Consultants, P.A. (PEC) was 
selected based on having more experience in the inspection of paint application, as well as having provided a 
structural sub consultant to address how that portion of the inspection and design would be performed. 
 
Analysis:  The proposed agreement between the City and PEC provides for performing a thorough 
inspection and evaluation of the condition of both tanks, and preparing design documents for any 
recommended repairs.  Additionally, this agreement will provide engineering services required to recoat the 
interior and exterior of both towers as well as replace all of the walkways and ladders to meet current 
Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) standards. 
 
Financial Consideration:  The estimated inspection and design fee is $319,350, payable to PEC on a lump 
sum basis. Funding is available in the existing budget, which was approved by the City Council on 
November 2, 2010, and will be funded by future revenue bonds or water utility cash reserves.  The balance of 
the existing budget will be applied toward construction costs. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The agreement has been reviewed and approved as to form by the Law Department. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the agreement and authorize 
the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  Agreement. 
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 Agenda Item No. II-8a 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT:  Change Order No. 4 for Improvements to Southfork Commercial Addition 

(District III) 
 
INITIATED BY: Department of Public Works & Utilities 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the change order. 
 
Background:  On February 25, 2014, the City Council approved a contract with McCullough Excavation, 
Inc. in the amount of $1,576,493 for paving, water, and sanitary sewer improvements in the Southfork 
Commercial Addition, south of 47th Street South, west of Hydraulic.  Construction began in March 2014.  
The following change orders have been processed or approved by the City Council to date: 
 

CO No. 
Date Processed 
or Approved What the Change Order Provided Cost 

1 April 22, 2014 

Relocation of a gas main in a private easement, 
including elevation adjustments and alternative 
pipe materials which eliminated conflicts with 
proposed building construction. $21,135 

2 May 7, 2014 

Additional encasement of 20 feet of sanitary sewer 
pipe as required to provide minimum clearance 
between it and the existing water main. $3,350 

3 July 10, 2014 

Alternative tree removal methods to avoid 
conflicts with underground utilities not identified 
during the design phase. $5,775 

  Total cost of all change orders: $30,260 
 
 
Analysis:  Proposed land use for the development has been further identified since construction began 
resulting in larger traffic projections, including pedestrians, than originally expected.  As a result, the 
location of a retaining wall within the project area was reviewed and found to be out of compliance with 
the current clear zone requirements in the American Association of State and Highway Transportation 
Official (AASHTO) Roadside Design Guide.  The wall must be relocated to provide the required distance 
between the curb and the front face of the wall.  Relocating the wall also requires an additional 192 square 
feet of wall to be built, in order to maintain the minimum drainage slope towards the street.  The 
additional wall and relocation work is estimated at $16,022. 
 
Additionally, the original handrail design protecting pedestrians from a 12-foot drop above the retaining 
wall is a split rail design based on Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) requirements 
for safety handrails in non-pedestrian traffic areas.  The development is expected to generate pedestrian 
traffic from 47th Street South and from within the development itself.  Staff recommends the handrail be 
upgraded to a wrought iron fence with a maximum picket spacing of four inches in order to increase 
safety for pedestrians and meet AASHTO and Uniform Building Code requirements.  The estimated cost 
to upgrade the handrail is $27,060. 
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Initial tests of the foundation soils for the retaining wall found unexpected, unstable loose material 
incapable of supporting the weight of the wall.  The design consultant hired a geotechnical engineer for 
testing, analysis, and recommendations to achieve a proper bearing capacity to support the wall.  The soil 
borings, analysis, and additional revisions to the wall design took approximately six weeks to complete.  
The project was delayed and the contractor incurred delay costs in the amount of $22,454 for 
remobilization and equipment on standby.  The geotechnical engineer recommends removal and re-
compaction of approximately six feet of material along the length of the wall, which is estimated to cost 
$26,010.  Upon completion, the excavation limits will be measured and, if needed, final quantity 
adjustments will be requested. 
 
Financial Considerations:  The total estimated cost of the additional work is $91,546, bringing the total 
contract cost to $1,698,299.  This change order plus the previous change orders represents 7.7% of the 
original contract amount, which is within the 25% of contract cost limit set by City Council policy.  
Funding is available in the existing approved budget, which is funded by special assessments. 
  
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has reviewed and approved the change order as to form.  
The change order is within the 25% of contract cost limit set by City Council policy. 

Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council approve Change Order No. 4 and 
authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  Change Order No. 4. 
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 August 29, 2014 
PUBLIC WORKS-ENGINEERING CHANGE ORDER 

To: McCullough Excavation, Inc. Project: WDS to serve Southfork Add tied w/ L37 
MN2 SWIS, SWD #385, Washington St Paving 

Change Order No.: 4 Project No.: 448-90558/468-84825/468-
8426/472-85050 

Purchase Order No.:  440210 OCA No.: 735475/744334/751507/766279 
CHARGE TO OCA No.:766279 PPN: 470148/480026/485398/490297 

Please perform the following extra work at a cost not to exceed $91,546.00 
Paid by Special Assessments 
 
Work for this Change Order cannot be completed until approved by all.  Contractor should expect 
approximately 3 weeks for approval. 

Additional Work:  Relocate wall for proper clearance behind curb, adjust wall height due to relocation 

Reason for Additional Work: Review of the retaining wall location by the City’s Traffic Engineer found 
the retaining wall does not meet current clear zone requirements found in the American Association of 
State and Highway Transportation Officials (AASHTO) Roadside Design Guide.  The retaining wall must 
move further away from the street to provide the required distance between the curb and front face of the 
wall.  Additional fill is necessary between the wall and street.  In addition, moving the wall further away 
from the street requires an additional 192 square foot of wall necessary to raise the wall height in order to 
maintain the minimum drainage slope towards the street.  
 Negotiated/ 
Line # KDOT # Item Bid Qty Unit Price Extension 
55 N.A. Retaining wall w/ handrail Negot’d 1 LS $8,822.00 $8,822.00 
56 N.A. Fill (w/ 15% Shrinkage) Bid 1800 cy $2.00 $3,600.00 
57  N.A. Excavation Bid 1800 cy $2.00 $3,600.00 
 
 

Additional Work:  Alternate fence design. 

Reason for Additional Work:  The existing handrail design protecting pedestrians from a 12 foot drop 
above the retaining wall is a split rail design based on Occupational Safety and Health Administration 
(OSHA) requirements for safety handrail in non-pedestrian traffic areas.  The development is expected to 
generate pedestrian traffic from 47th Street South and within the development itself.  In order to prevent 
the risk of pedestrians falling, the fence will be upgraded to meet ASSHTO and Uniform Building Code 
(UBC) requirements with a four inch maximum picket spacing. 
 Negotiated/ 
Line # KDOT # Item Bid Qty Unit Price Extension 
66  N.A. Pedestrian Fence Negotiated 1 LS $27,060.00 $27,060.00 
 

Additional Work:  Foundation stabilization 

Reason for Additional Work:  Initial tests of the foundation soils for the retaining wall found 
unexpected, unstable loose material that is not capable of supporting the weight of the retaining wall.  The 
design consultant hired a geotechnical engineer for recommendations to achieve an acceptable bearing 
capacity to support the wall.  The soil borings, analysis, and additional revisions to the wall design took 
approximately six weeks to complete.  The project was delayed and the contractor incurred delay costs for 
remobilization and equipment on standby. 
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The analysis by geotechnical engineers recommends removal and re-compaction of approximately six feet 
of material along the length of the wall to obtain the required bearing capacity necessary to support the 
wall.  Staff and the contractor will measure excavation limits for a final adjustment to the budget charges.   
 
 Negotiated/ 
Line # KDOT # Item Bid Qty Unit Price Extension 
69  N.A. Delays Negotiated 1 LS $22,454.00 $22,454.00 
70 N.A. Wall foundation stabilization Negotiated 1 LS $26,010.00 $26,010.00 
 
 Total = $91,546.00 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
Recommended By: James Wagner Approved: 

        
Steve Degenhardt, P.E.                  Date                                Gary Janzen, P.E.                       Date  
Construction Division Manager                                      City Engineer 
 
Approved: Approved  

        
Contractor Date Alan King Date 
 Director of Public Works & Utilities 
 
Approved as to Form:        By Order of the City Council: 
 
 
__________________________   _______ ________________________    _______ 
Sharon L. Dickgrafe                       Date Carl Brewer                                  Date 
Interim Director of Law and City Attorney Mayor 
 
                                                                                        Attest:____________________________ 

                                                                                                            City Clerk 
 

 

CIP Budget Amount: $175,000.00 (735475) ...................................... Original Contract Amt.:
 $1,576,492.50 
 $235,000.00 (744334) 
 $1,955,000.00 (751507) 
 $2,700,000.00 (766279) 
Consultant: Poe   Current CO Amt.: ........................ $91,546.00 
Total Exp. & Encum. To Date: $110,949.86 Amt. of  Previous CO’s: ............ $30,260.00 
CO Amount: $91,546.00 Total of All CO’s: .................... $121,806.00 
Unencum. Bal. After CO: $2,497,504.14 % of Orig. Contract / 25% Max.: ....... 7.72% 
 Adjusted Contract Amt.: ........ $1,698,298.50 
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Agenda Item No. II-9a 
 

CITY OF WICHITA 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT: Acquisition of 4237 North Hoover for the K-96 and Hoover Road Interchange 

Project (District V) 
  
INITIATED BY: Office of Property Management 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the acquisition. 

 
Background:  On January 28, 2014, the City Council approved the design concept to develop an 
interchange at K-96 and Hoover Road.  The project will require the partial acquisition of four properties, 
together with the full taking of one additional tract.  The proposed full acquisition is a residential 
property with all the other tracts being undeveloped.  The project includes a partial interchange at Hoover 
and K-96, improvements to Hoover between the ramps, and the paving of 37th Street North from Hoover 
to one-half mile west where the paving will connect to existing paving.  The tract being acquired is 
developed with a 902 square foot residential structure with outbuildings located on .79 acres. 
 
Analysis:  The proposed acquisition was appraised at $82,000.  This amount was offered to the owner 
and accepted.  The owner shall also be eligible for relocation benefits including moving costs and a 
replacement housing supplement up to $22,500 based on the cost of replacement housing.  The owner has 
requested to remain in occupancy for some period after closing to allow time to find a replacement 
residence.  A short term lease will be negotiated once the term of occupancy is determined. 
 
Financial Considerations:  The funding source for the project is General Obligation Bonds.  A budget 
of $113,500 is requested.  This includes $82,000 for the acquisition, $22,500 for replacement housing 
supplement, $3,000 for moving expenses, $5,000 for demolition and $1,000 for title work, closing costs 
and other administrative fees.   
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has approved the real estate agreement as to form.  
 
Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council 1) approve the real estate 
agreement; 2) approve the budget; and 3) authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  Real estate agreement, tract map and aerial map. 
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Rev. 9-94           D. O. T. 
Form No. 1716 

PROJECT: Hoover/K96 Interchange    DATE:    
 
CITY/COUNTY: Wichita/Sedgwick    TRACT NO.: 1 
 

CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS 
 

A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION 
 

CONTRACT FOR CONVEYANCE 
OF REAL ESTATE BY WARRANTY DEED 

AND TEMPORARY EASEMENT 
 

 THIS AGREEMENT made and entered into this       day of    , 2014 by and 
between: 
 
Jimmy D. Reynolds, “Landowner(s)”, and the City of Wichita, State of Kansas, “City” 
 
WITNESSETH, For consideration as hereinafter set forth, the landowner(s) hereby agree(s) to 
convey unto the City, their duly authorized agents, contractors and assigns the right to enter upon the 
following described land in Sedgwick County to wit: 
 

See Exhibits Tract # 1 – PK-210-1 Right of Way and Control of Access and Tract #2 - PK-
210-7 Right of Way and Control of Access 

 
It is understood and agreed that landowner(s) is/are responsible for all property taxes on the above 
described property accrued prior to the conveyance of title to the City.   
 
The City agrees to purchase the above described real estate, and to pay therefore, below described 
amount on or before November 30, 2014.  Landowner shall surrender possession at closing.   
 
Landowner shall remove all personal property prior to closing.  Any personal property remaining in 
or upon said property after closing shall be considered abandoned.  The City may dispose of any 
remaining personal property in any way it deems without further compensation to Landowner.   
 
All taxes, rents, insurance premiums, etc. shall be prorated at closing.  All closing fees and costs are 
to be paid by the City.   
 
Real property to be acquired as right of way: .79 acres   $   82,000.00 
Temporary construction easement: None      NA 
Cost to cure items:  None            NA 
                                       
        TOTAL $    82,000.00 
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Rev. 9-94           D. O. T. 
Form No. 1716 

It is understood and agreed that the above stated consideration for said real estate is in full payment 
of said tract of land and all damages arising from the transfer of said property and its use for the 
purposes above set out including claims that Landowners may assert pursuant to the Uniform 
Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies for Federal and Federally Assisted 
Programs, 42 U.S.C.A. 4601, et. Seq.  
 
 IN WITNESS WHEREOF The parties have hereunto signed this agreement the day and 
year first above written. 

 
LANDOWNER:      
Jimmy D. Reynolds 
 
        
        
 
 
 
BUYER:  
City of Wichita, KS, a municipal corporation   
 
_______________________________  
Carl Brewer, Mayor  
    
 
ATTEST: 
 
     
Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
______________________________ 
Sharon L. Dickgrafe, Director of Law 
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Employee by Department Purpose Amount
City Manager

Robert Layton, City Manager Western Cities Summit, Edmonton, Canada 1,378.09$      

Finance
Shawn Henning, Director of Finance Government Finance Officers Association Conference, Minneapolis, MN 1,901.20        
Troy Bruun, Treasurer Government Finance Officers Association Conference, Minneapolis, MN 1,397.50        

Law
Gary Rebenstorf, Director of Law International Municipal Lawyers Association, Anchorage, AK 2,181.79        
Gary Rebenstorf, Director of Law Internaltional Municipal Lawyers Association Top 50 Meeting, Denver, CO 1,033.50        
Sharon Dickgrafe, Chief Deputy City Attorney National District Attorneys Association Office Adminstration Seminar, Salem, MA 2,214.90        

Municipal Court
Donte Martin, Court Administrator National Association of Drug Court Professionals Conference, Anaheim, CA 2,039.30        
Jennifer Jones, Administrative Judge National Association of Drug Court Professionals Conference, Anaheim, CA 2,053.10        

 
Fire

Ron Blackwell, Chief Missouri Valley Fire Chiefs Conference, Cedar Rapids, IA 1,696.75        

Police
Norman Williams, Chief Kansas Association of Chiefs of Police Conference, Topeka, KS 575.68           
Norman Williams, Chief Army National Training Center Observation, Fort Irwin, CA 317.79           

Public Works & Utilities
Joe Pajor, Deputy Director of Public Works & Utilities American Water Works Association Conference, Boston, MA 2,091.00        
Joe Pajor, Deputy Director of Public Works & Utilities American Public Works Mid American Conference, Overland Park, KS 865.09           
Joe Pajor, Deputy Director of Public Works & Utilities Environmental Engineering Conference, Lawrence, KS 199.18           
Gary Janzen, City Engineer Kansas Society of Professional Engineers Conference, Manhattan, KS 399.49           
Gary Janzen, City Engineer Kansas Transportation Engineering Conference, Manhattan, KS 108.00           

Park and Recreation  
Karen Holmes, Superintendent-Park and Recreation National Recreation and Park Association, Nutrition Literacy & Training Summit, 

Reston, VA
1,177.81        

 
Airport  

Brad Christopher, Assistant Director of Airports American Association of Airport Executives Conference, San Antonio TX 2,673.05        
John Oswald, Engineering & Planning Manager Kansas Association of Ariports Conference, Manhattan KS 199.32           

 

Total 24,502.54$    

Senior Management Expenses
For the Quarter Ended June 30, 2014
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Agenda Item No. II-12            
 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 
 
TO:    Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT: Notice of Intent to Use Debt Financing Amendment 
 Airfield Pavements and Medium Voltage Electrical Infrastructure 
  Mid-Continent Airport 
 
INITIATED BY:  Department of Airports  
 
AGENDA:   Consent 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Adopt the Amending Resolution.  
 
Background:  The Airport Authority relies on the City of Wichita for the issuance of general obligation 
bonds and/or notes for capital projects.  In order to use debt financing for a project, it is necessary to 
declare the intent to utilize general obligation bond funding for expenditures made on or after the date 
which is 60 days before the notice of said intent.  The actual issuance of the bonds/notes will require a 
separate authorization from the City Council.  Debt financing can be in the form of temporary notes for 
durations as short as six months for timing considerations or in the form of general obligation bonds for 
long term financing.   
 
Resolution 14-066, adopted on February 25, 2014, authorized the issuance of general obligation bonds for 
the improvement identified as Airfield Pavements and Medium Voltage Electrical Infrastructure at an 
estimated cost of $220,000. 
 
Analysis:  In a concurrent agenda item, the City Council, sitting as the Wichita Airport Authority, will 
take action on a request to increase a capital budget for the extension of primary electrical service and 
construction of two taxiway entrances to a tenant development.  To correspond with that action, this 
Amending Resolution reflects the revised estimated project cost to be financed through the issuance of 
general obligation debt.   
 
Financial Considerations:  The project budget requested is $300,000 (exclusive of interest on financing 
and administrative and financing costs) which will be financed with the proceeds of general obligation 
bonds/notes.  If the debt is issued, the source of repayment for the bonds/notes will be Airport revenues. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has reviewed and approved the Amending Resolution as to 
form. 
 
Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council adopt the Amending Resolution and 
authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  Amending Resolution. 
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RESOLUTION NO. 14-292 

 
A RESOLUTION AMENDING AND SUPPLEMENTING RESOLUTION NO. 14-
066 OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS WHICH AUTHORIZED THE 
ISSUANCE OF GENERAL OBLIGATION BONDS TO PAY THE COSTS OF 
IMPROVEMENTS TO CITY AIRPORT FACILITIES. 
 

 
 WHEREAS, the City of Wichita, Kansas (the “City”) is a municipal corporation, duly created, 
organized and existing under the Constitution and laws of the State; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council (the “Governing Body”) of the City has heretofore, pursuant to 
K.S.A. 3-162, created the Wichita Airport Authority (the “Authority”); and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Governing Body is authorized, pursuant to K.S.A. 13-1348a, as amended by 
Charter Ordinance No. 78 of the City (collectively, the “Act”) to issue general obligation bonds of the 
City without an election for the purpose of purchasing land for airport purposes or for the construction, 
enlargement, reconstruction, repair or addition to or of any improvements to said land used for airport 
purposes; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the outstanding principal amount of general obligation bonds issued pursuant to the 
Act shall not:  (a) exceed three percent (3%) of the assessed value of all taxable tangible property within 
the City, and (b) be subject to or within the limitations prescribed by any other law limiting the amount of 
indebtedness of the City; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Governing Body has heretofore by Resolution No. 14-066 of the City (the 
“Prior Resolution), authorized the following described public improvements: 
 
 

Airfield Pavements and Medium Voltage Electrical Infrastructure (LeaseCorp site) 
 
 
for use by the Authority at the Wichita Mid-Continent Airport (the “Project”) and to provide for the 
payment of all or a portion of the costs thereof by the issuance of general obligation bonds of the City 
pursuant to the Act. 
 
 BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, 
KANSAS, AS FOLLOWS: 
 
 Section 1.  Amendment.   
 

(a) Section 1 of the Prior Resolution is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

Section 1.  Project Authorization.   It is hereby authorized, ordered and directed 
that the Project be acquired and/or constructed at an estimated cost of $300,000 in 
accordance with specifications prepared or approved by the Authority. 

 
 (b) Section 2 of the Prior Resolution is hereby amended to read as follows: 
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 Section 2.  Project Financing.  All or a portion of the costs of the Project, 
interest on financing and administrative and financing costs shall be payable by the 
Authority and financed with the proceeds of general obligation bonds of the City (the 
“Bonds”).  The Bonds may be issued to reimburse expenditures authorized by Resolution 
No. 14-066 in the amount of $220,000 made on or after the date which was 60 days 
before February 25, 2014 (the date of adoption of Resolution No. 14-066) and to 
reimburse additional expenditures in the amount of $80,000 authorized by this 
Resolution, which were made 60 days before the date of adoption of this Resolution, all 
pursuant to Treasury Regulation §1.150-2. 

 
 Section 2.  Repealer; Ratification.  Sections 1 and 2 of the Prior Resolution are hereby repealed; 
and the rest and remainder thereof is hereby ratified and confirmed. 
 
 Section 3.  Effective Date.  This Resolution shall be in full force and effect from and after its 
adoption by the Governing Body. 
 
 
 ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Wichita, Kansas, on October 7, 2014. 
 
 
 
(SEAL)              

Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
      

Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
      

 
Sharon Dickgrafe, Acting Director of Law 
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    Agenda Report No. II-13 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 
 
TO: Mayor and City Council Members 
 

 SUBJECT:  Nuisance Abatement Assessments, Cutting Weeds (All Districts) 
 
INITIATED BY:  Metropolitan Area Building and Construction Department 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
__________________________________________________________________  
 
Recommendation:  Approve the assessments and place the ordinance on first reading. 
 
Background:  The Metropolitan Area Building and Construction Department (MABCD) supports 
neighborhood maintenance and improvement through abatement of nuisances under Titles 7 and 8 of the 
City Code.  State law and local ordinances allow the City to clean-up private properties that are in 
violation of environmental standards after proper notification is sent to the responsible party.  A private 
contractor performs the work, and the MABCD bills the cost to the property owner. 
 
Analysis:  State law and City ordinance allow placement of the mowing costs as a special property tax 
assessment if the property owner does not pay.  Payment has not been received for the nuisance 
abatements in question, and the MABCD is requesting permission for the Department of Finance to 
process the necessary special assessments. 
 
Financial Considerations:  Nuisance abatement contractors are paid through budgeted appropriations 
from the City’s General Fund. Owners of abated property are billed for the contractual costs of the 
abatement, plus an additional administrative fee.  If the property owner fails to pay, these charges are 
recorded as a special property tax assessment against the property.  Nuisance abatements to be placed on 
special assessments are listed on the attached property list. 
 

 Legal Considerations:  The ordinance has been reviewed and approved as to form by the Law 
Department. 
 

  Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the proposed assessments 
and place the ordinance on first reading. 

 
  Attachments:  Property List for Special Assessments and Ordinance. 
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PIN # GEO CODE# ADDRESS / LOCATION AMOUNT DISTRICT  
00104129 A 04509 1217 N Bitting Ave $140.00 6 
00109715 A 08804 521 W Boston Heights St $140.00 3 
00109913 A 08993 2309 S Palisade $140.00 3 
00122154 B 03332 1110 N Cleveland Ave $140.00 1 
00122155 B 03333 1120 N Cleveland Ave $140.00 1 
00122240 B 03406 1105 N Hydraulic Ave $140.00 1 
00122389 B 03536 1322 N Wabash $140.00 1 
00122455 B 03592 1109 N Cleveland $140.00 1 
00122456 B 03593 1115 N Cleveland $140.00 1 
00123821 B 04737 919 S Emporia $140.00 3 
00124905 B 05713 V/L S of 701 E Harry $140.00 3 
00124906 B 05714 2nd V/L S of 701 E Harry $140.00 3 
00127244 B 07632 1004 E Bayley $140.00 1 
00127392 B 07765 1320 S Pattie $140.00 1 
00127999 B 08310 1701 S Greenwood Ave $140.00 1 
00128459 B 085760002 2147 S Laura $140.00 3 
00129003 B 08888 V/L across from 1127 N Wabash $140.00 1 
00131831 B 115170001 V/L E of Victoria & Alturas $140.00 3 
00134783 C 00178 V/L N of 402 N Minnesota Ave $140.00 1 
00135385 C 00452 202 N Spruce St $140.00 1 
00136128 C 00995 V/L across from 1315 N Hydraulic Ave $140.00 1 
00136166 C 01026 1334 N Minneapolis $140.00 1 
00136179 C 01036 1333 N Minnesota Ave $140.00 1 
00137252 C 01522001A 2047 N Minnesota Ave $140.00 1 
00138693 C 02729 V/L N of 1333 N Poplar $140.00 1 
00138820 C 02837 V/L S of 1253 N Estelle $140.00 1 
00138824 C 02841 V/L N of 1223 N Estelle $140.00 1 
00138918 C 02929 1347 N Erie Ave $140.00 1 
00139134 C 03123 1036 N Poplar $140.00 1 
00139144 C 03131 1055 N Green St $140.00 1 
00139156 C 03140 V/L S of 1044 N Green $140.00 1 
00139164 C 03147 1025 N Estelle $140.00 1 
00139610 C 03516 1457 N Estelle Ave $140.00 1 
00140156 C 04004 254 N Yale Ave $140.00 1 
00141015 C 047520001 1907 N Erie Ave $140.00 1 
00152802 C 08184 V/L N of 421 N Minnesota Ave $140.00 1 
00160687 C 14776 857 N Edgemoor Dr $140.00 1 
00166327 C 20912 2709 E 24th St N $140.00 1 
00169979 C 24518 2744 N Estelle $140.00 1 
00174030 C 28676 8203 E Orme $140.00 2 
00174828 C 29474 3585 E Ross Parkway $140.00 3 
00174869 C 29515 2880 S Davidson St $140.00 3 
00175077 C 29715 V/L N of 3065 S Yale $140.00 3 
00180992 C 36086 7002 E Zimmerly St $140.00 2 
00198271 D 00242 207 S Sycamore $140.00 4 
00198749 D 00427 V/L E of 832 W University Ave $140.00 4 
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00200900 D 01913 501 S Oak St $140.00 4 
00201041 D 02033 924 W Dayton Ave $140.00 4 
00201699 D 026200001 1426 S Elizabeth Ave $140.00 4 
00202019 D 02821 V/L SW cnr of Everett & Orient $140.00 4 
00202087 D 02876 1921 S Everett Ave $140.00 4 
00202279 D 03033 1302 S Saint Clair Ave $140.00 4 
00202952 D 03497 821 S Sedgwick Ave $140.00 4 
00203153 D 03562 2909 W Maple St $140.00 4 
00203164 D 03572 323 S Saint Paul Ave $140.00 4 
00204496 D 04698 1112 S Elizabeth Ave $140.00 4 
00205765 D 055420001 1602 S Elizabeth Ave $140.00 4 
00214631 D 13450 2915 S Bonn Ave $140.00 4 
00214770 D 13589 2803 S Hiram Ave $140.00 4 
00215483 D 14300 3415 S Everett Ave $140.00 4 
00216020 D 14861 1802 S Saint Paul Ave $140.00 4 
00219681 D 18388 730 N Eisenhower Ave $140.00 5 
00223078 D 22132 525 N Redbarn Ln $140.00 5 
00227010 D 26183 912 N Murray Ave $140.00 5 
00245465 D 42603 11710 W Murdock $140.00 5 
00520510 D 57280 V/L W of 5512 W 44th S $140.00 4 
00520553 D 57322 V/L W of 5517 W 44th S $140.00 4 
00520620 D 57389 V/L E of 4526 S Doris $140.00 4 
00528555 C 59285 V/L Between 711 & 719 Spring Hollow $140.00 2 
00534487 B 14975 V/L E of 1310 E Mona $140.00 3 
00534489 B 14977 V/L W of 1310 E Mona $140.00 3 
00534492 B 14980 V/L W of 1218 E Mona $140.00 3 
00534513 B 15001 V/L W of 1206 E Maywood $140.00 3 
00534518 B 15006 V/L NW Corner of Pattie & Maywood $149.00 3 
00534527 B 15010 V/L N of 5421 S Pattie $140.00 3 
00534532 B 15015 V/L across from 5311 S Pattie $140.00 3 
00534543 B 15026 5311 S Pattie Ct $140.00 3 
00534550 B 15033 1603 E Mona St $140.00 3 
00534572 B 15055 V/L E of 5422 S Victoria $140.00 3 
00534604 B 15086 V/L SW of 1211 E Maywood $149.00 3 
00534605 B 15087 1315 E Maywood $149.00 3 
00534606 B 15088 V/L W of 1315 E Maywood $140.00 3 
00534607 B 15089 2nd V/L W of 1315 E Maywood $140.00 3 
00534608 B 15090 3rd V/L W of 1315 E Maywood $140.00 3 
00534609 B 15091 V/L NE of 1211 E Maywood $149.00 3 
00534612 B 15093 V/L W of 1211 E Maywood $149.00 3 
00534613 B 15094 V/L S of 1206 E Maywood $149.00 3 
00569350 D 62293 2nd lot W of 1008 W 50th S $140.00 4 
00569351 D 62294 V/L W of 1008 W 50th S $140.00 4 
00569356 D 62299 V/L N of 917 W 50th St S $140.00 4 
00569358 D 62301 V/L N of 909 W 50th St S $140.00 4 
00569359 D 62302 V/L W of 900 W 50th St S $140.00 4 
00569461 D 62396 Btwn Seneca St & S Osage Cir $505.00 4 
00589270 C 63339 134 N Rutan Ave $170.00 1 
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00595721 C 64100 V/L N of 1714 S Lynnrae $140.00 2 
30000628 B 15284 SW Corner of 47th & Hydraulic $140.00 3 

  
Total      $13,889.00 
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239054 6 Affidavits 
6731 A85221 1515 
 

Published in the Wichita Eagle on  October 17, 2014 
 
 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-841 
 
 
 AN ORDINANCE MAKING A SPECIAL ASSESSMENT TO PAY FOR  
 THE COST OF CUTTING WEEDS IN THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS. 
 
 BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF 
 WICHITA, KANSAS: 
 
 SECTION 1.  That the sums set opposite the following lots, tracts, pieces and 
parcels of land or ground, herein specified, be and the same are hereby levied to pay the cost of 
cutting weeds in the City of Wichita, Kansas in the year 2015: 
 
Legal of Parcel in Benefit District Assessment 
LOTS 1114-1116-1118 BITTING AVE. GREIFFENSTEIN'S 12TH. ADD. 140.00 

LOT 12 BOSTON COURT ADD. 140.00 

LOT 26 HALL'S ADD. 140.00 

LOTS 59-61 CLEVELAND AVE. GETTO'S ADD. 140.00 

LOTS 63-65 CLEVELAND AVE. GETTO'S ADD. 140.00 

LOTS 51-53 EXC CANAL & EXC C-15010 BEG 55.8 FT E SW COR LOT 51 
NW TO PT 42.6 FT E NW COR LOT 53 W 14.45 FT SELY TO PT 15.56 FT W 
OF BEG E TO BEG PENNSYLVANIA AVE. GETTO'S ADD. 

140.00 

LOTS 30-32 WABASH AVE. BURLEIGH'S 3RD. ADD. 140.00 

LOTS 7-9 PRIEST'S ADD. 140.00 

LOTS 11-13 PRIEST'S ADD. 140.00 

LOTS 85-87 BLOCK 8 ORME & PHILLIPS ADD. 140.00 

LOTS 6-8 BLOCK 3 ALLEN & SMITH'S ADD. 140.00 

LOTS 10-12 BLOCK 3 ALLEN & SMITH'S ADD. 140.00 

LOTS 46-48 EXC PT TO STATE FOR HY WASHINGTON AVE LINCOLN ST. 
ADD. 

140.00 

LOTS 62-64 & 1/2 VAC ALLEY ADJ ON EPATTIE AVE. LINCOLN ST. ADD. 140.00 

LOTS 1-3 HOTCHKIN'S & WHEELER'S SUB. 140.00 

LOTS 85-87 LAURA AVE. CAMPBELL'S ADD. 140.00 

N 43 FT OF TR BEG 358 FT E & 16 RDSS NW COR SW 1/4 NE 1/4 S 132 FT 
E 136 FT N 132 FT W TO BEG SEC 16-27-1E 

140.00 

S 348 FT W 155 FT BLOCK 16 EXC S 200 FT W 144 FT THEREOF 
RAINBOW FIRST ADD 

140.00 

LOTS 40-42 BUTLER & FISHER'S 2ND. ADD. 140.00 

W 85 FT LOT 23 SPRUCE AVE. PARK PLACE ADD. 140.00 
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LOTS 17-18-19 ROSENTHAL'S 2ND. ADD. 140.00 

LOTS 96-97 ROSENTHAL'S 2ND. ADD. 140.00 

LOTS 124-125 ROSENTHAL'S 2ND. ADD. 140.00 

LOTS 57-59 MINNESOTA AVE. PARKVIEW ADD. 140.00 

LOTS 15-17-19 MONA NOW POPLAR ST FAIRMOUNT PARK ADD. 140.00 

 
 SECTION 2.  That the sums set opposite the following lots, tracts, pieces and 
parcels of land or ground, herein specified, be and the same are hereby levied to pay the cost of 
cutting weeds in the City of Wichita, Kansas in the year 2015: 
 
Legal of Parcel in Benefit District Assessment 
LOTS 57-59 ESTELLE AVE. FAIRMOUNT PARK ADD. 140.00 

LOTS 73-75 ESTELLE AVE. FAIRMOUNT PARK ADD. 140.00 

LOTS 9-11 MT. VERNON NOW ERIE AVE. FAIRMOUNT PARK ADD. 140.00 

LOTS 33-35 BLOCK 2 ESTERBROOK PARK ADD. 140.00 

LOTS 42-44 BLOCK 2 ESTERBROOK PARK ADD. 140.00 

LOT 31 BLOCK 3 ESTERBROOK PARK ADD. 140.00 

LOTS 22-24 BLOCK 3 ESTERBROOK PARK ADD. 140.00 

LOTS 1-3 GOETHE NOW ESTELLE AVE. ROSE HILL ADD. 140.00 

LOTS 2-4-6 YALE AVE. ROBERTSON & SMITH'S SUB. 140.00 

LOTS 42-44 BLOCK 1 COLLEGE TERRACE ADD. 140.00 

LOTS 19-20 BEN BAILEY'S ADD. 140.00 

LOT 11 BLOCK 6 COUNTRY SIDE ADD. 140.00 

LOT 2 & W 1.5 FT LOT 3 BLOCK O AUDREY MATLOCK HEIGHTS 1ST. 
ADD. 

140.00 

LOT 1 BLOCK 10 RIDGECREST ADD. 140.00 

LOT 6 BLOCK 1 REPLAT OF BLOCK 1 SUNNY-BROOK ADD. 140.00 

LOT 34 BLOCK A PLANEVIEW SUB. NO. 2 140.00 

LOT 33 BLOCK B PLANEVIEW SUB. NO. 2 140.00 

LOT 51 BLOCK F PLANEVIEW SUB. NO. 2 140.00 

LOT 25 BLOCK 1 EASTLINK VILLAGE ADD. 140.00 

LOT 3 SYCAMORE AVE. MC KEE'S RESURVEY 140.00 

W 51 FT E 126 FT S 140 FT LOT 3 BLOCK 5 LAWRENCE ADD. 140.00 

LOT 23 KAEISER'S ADD. 140.00 

LOTS 41-43 DAYTON AVE GLENDALE ADD. 140.00 

S 5 FT LOT 22-ALL LOT 24 EXC ST & LOT 26 EXC S 15 FT BLOCK D EAST 
UNIVERSITY ADD. 

140.00 

THAT PART LOT 2 LY SE OF ORIENT AVE. & ALL LOT 4 EXC ORIENT AVE. 
BLOCK K SOUTH UNIVERSITY PLACE ADD. 

140.00 

 
 SECTION 3.  That the sums set opposite the following lots, tracts, pieces and 
parcels of land or ground, herein specified, be and the same are hereby levied to pay the cost of 
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cutting weeds in the City of Wichita, Kansas in the year 2015: 
 
Legal of Parcel in Benefit District Assessment 
LOTS 16-18 BLOCK N SOUTH UNIVERSITY PLACE ADD. 140.00 

LOTS 1-3 ST. CLAIR AVE. STILES & SMITH'S ADD. 140.00 

N 1/2 LOT 4 POWER ST. NOW SEDGWICK AVE. LAWNFIELD ADD. 140.00 

ALL LOT 5 & E1/2 LOT 7 MAPLE ST STEWART'S SUB. OF RES A 140.00 

LOTS 5-7 GRANDVIEW NOW ST. PAUL AVE. STEWART'S SUB. OF RES. A 140.00 

LOTS 10-12 BLOCK 12 REPLAT PART JOHN MC CORMICK'S ADD. 140.00 

LOTS 2-4 EXC E 40 FT ELIZABETH AVE BLOCK C PRINCESS ADD 140.00 

LOT 21 BLOCK 12 2ND. ADD. TO SOUTHWEST VILLAGE 140.00 

LOT 30 BLOCK 17 2ND. ADD. TO SOUTHWEST VILLAGE 140.00 

LOT 18 BLOCK 1 GENTRY 2ND. ADD. 140.00 

LOT 7 BLOCK 4 DOWNTAIN'S 1ST. ADD. 140.00 

W 136 FT LOT 8 BLOCK B WEST CENTRAL GARDENS ADD. 140.00 

LOT 12 BLOCK D MEADOWVIEW ESTATES ADD. 140.00 

LOT 11 EXC S 4 FT BLOCK 14 WESTLINK VILLAGE 2ND. ADD. 140.00 

LOT 16 BLOCK 5 GOLDEN HILLS 5TH. ADD. 140.00 

LOT 1 BLOCK A GRAYS 5TH ADD. 140.00 

LOT 1 BLOCK B GRAYS 5TH ADD. 140.00 

LOT 22 BLOCK D GRAYS 5TH ADD. 140.00 

LOT 7 BLOCK 5 CLEAR CREEK ADD. 140.00 

LOT 16 BLOCK A RIVENDALE ADD. 140.00 

LOT 18 BLOCK A RIVENDALE ADD. 140.00 

LOT 21 BLOCK A RIVENDALE ADD. 140.00 

LOT 18 BLOCK B RIVENDALE ADD. 140.00 

LOT 23 BLOCK B RIVENDALE ADD. 149.00 

LOT 27 BLOCK B RIVENDALE ADD. 140.00 

 
 SECTION 4.  That the sums set opposite the following lots, tracts, pieces and 
parcels of land or ground, herein specified, be and the same are hereby levied to pay the cost of 
cutting weeds in the City of Wichita, Kansas in the year 2015: 
 
Legal of Parcel in Benefit District Assessment 
LOT 32 BLOCK B RIVENDALE ADD. 140.00 

LOT 43 BLOCK B RIVENDALE ADD. 140.00 

LOT 2 BLOCK C RIVENDALE ADD. 140.00 

LOT 24 BLOCK C RIVENDALE ADD. 140.00 

LOT 6 BLOCK D RIVENDALE ADD. 149.00 

LOT 7 BLOCK D RIVENDALE ADD. 149.00 
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LOT 8 BLOCK D RIVENDALE ADD. 140.00 

LOT 9 BLOCK D RIVENDALE ADD. 140.00 

LOT 10 BLOCK D RIVENDALE ADD. 140.00 

LOT 11 BLOCK D RIVENDALE ADD. 149.00 

LOT 13 BLOCK D RIVENDALE ADD. 149.00 

LOT 14 BLOCK D RIVENDALE ADD. 149.00 

LOT 2 BLOCK 1 SYCAMORE POND ADD 140.00 

LOT 3 BLOCK 1 SYCAMORE POND ADD 140.00 

LOT 8 BLOCK 1 SYCAMORE POND ADD 140.00 

LOT 10 BLOCK 1 SYCAMORE POND ADD 140.00 

LOT 11 BLOCK 1 SYCAMORE POND ADD 140.00 

RESERVE A EXC W 60 FT N 62 FT SYCAMORE POND ADD 505.00 

LOT 1 BLOCK 1 PARKSTONE ADD 170.00 

LOT 7 BLOCK 1 WILLOW CREEK EAST 2ND ADD 140.00 

LOT 1 BLOCK 1 FUNSTON ADDITION 140.00 

 
 
 SECTION  5.  This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and after its passage 
by the city council and publication once in the official City newspaper. 
 
 ADOPTED at Wichita, Kansas, this 14th day of October, 2014. 
 
 
 
 
                                                        
  Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
                                                               
Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
 
(SEAL) 
 
 
 
Approved as to form 
 
 
 
________________________________ 
Sharon Dickgrafe, Interim Director of Law 
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         Agenda Item No. II-14 
       

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
    
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:  Collateral Assignment of Industrial Revenue Bond Lease (Lee Real Estate, LLC) 

(District II)  
 
INITIATED BY: Office of Urban Development 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the Collateral Assignment of Lease. 
 
Background:  The City of Wichita previously issued Industrial Revenue Bonds (IRBs) in two separate 
series, Series X, 2006 in an amount not to exceed $2,500,000 and Series V, 2007 in an amount not-to-
exceed $3,300,000, plus a property tax abatement for the construction and equipping of new buildings for 
Lee Real Estate, LLC for the benefit of Lee Aerospace.   
 
Lee Real Estate (Lee) has refinanced the loan on the properties and Intrust Bank is requesting a pledge of 
the leasehold interest as additional collateral to secure the loan. 
 
Analysis:  According to Section 9.02 of the Lease Agreement, the Tenant may assign or mortgage its 
interest in the Lease with the written consent of the City, as the Issuer, and Intrust Bank, as the bond 
holder.  The IRB Lease Agreement is the contract between the City and Lee Real Estate that allows it to 
have physical possession and operational control of the property.  By taking a collateral assignment of the 
Lease Agreement, in the event of a loan default by Lee, Intrust Bank may assume Lee’s position in the 
Lease Agreement, for the purpose of operating the facility, finding another operator or liquidating the 
assets.  However, any further assignment of the IRB Lease Agreement requires additional City Council 
approval. 
  
Financial Considerations:  The approval of the assignment of the leasehold estate will not have a direct 
financial impact on the City of Wichita. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has reviewed the attached Collateral Assignment of Lease 
and has approved it as to form. 
 
Recommendation/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the Collateral Assignment 
of Lease Agreement. 
 
Attachments: Collateral Assignment of Lease 
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COLLATERAL ASSIGNMENT OF LEASE 
 

 
 THIS COLLATERAL ASSIGNMENT OF LEASE, is made as of date below from Lee 
Real Estate, LLC (the "Assignor") to Intrust Bank, N.A. (the "Assignee"), 
 

WITNESSETH: 
  
 WHEREAS, the City of Wichita (the "Issuer") has issued its Taxable Industrial Revenue 
Bonds, Series X, 2006 (Lee Real Estate, LLC) in the original principal amount not exceeding 
$2,500,000; and Series V, 2007 (Lee Real Estate, LLC) in the original principal amount not 
exceeding $3,300,000, dated as of their issue date (collectively the "Bonds"); and 
 
 WHEREAS, in connection with the issuance of the Bonds the Issuer has entered into two 
separate leases (one for each Project), as hereinafter described, to Assignor as lessee; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Assignee has made a loan to Assignor in the original principal amount of 
$5,574,485.79 pursuant to that certain Real Estate Loan Agreement dated January 17, 2014 
between Assignor and Assignee (the “Loan Obligation”); and  
 
 WHEREAS, Assignee, as a condition of the Loan Obligation, has required that Assignor 
pledge its interest in the Leases (hereinafter defined) as additional collateral to secure payment of 
the Loan Obligation, the rental payments under the Lease, and Assignor's obligation to make 
payment of the principal of and interest on the Bonds; 
 
 THEREFORE, Assignor by these presents GRANTS and ASSIGNS unto Assignee, and 
unto its successors and assigns, as collateral to secure payment to Assignee of all sums due from 
time to time under the Loan Obligation, the Leases and on the Bonds, those certain leasehold 
estates, which said leasehold estates embrace and encumber certain lands, buildings, machinery 
and equipment (the "Projects") situated in Sedgwick County, Kansas, and more particularly 
described as follows: 
 
 The leasehold estate created by that certain Lease dated as of December 1, 2006, by and 

between the City of Wichita, as Issuer, and Lee Real Estate LLC, as Tenant, for a basic 
term of fifteen (15) years, and covering the Project described on Schedule I attached hereto 
and incorporated herein by this reference; and 

 
 The leasehold estate created by that certain Lease dated as of November 1, 2007, by and 

between the City of Wichita, as Issuer, and Lee Real Estate LLC, as Tenant, for a basic 
term of fifteen (15) years, and covering the Project described on Schedule II attached hereto 
and incorporated herein by this reference (collectively, the "Leases"); 

 
and together with and including all right, title and interest of Assignor therein, including without 
limitation: 
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 (a) All rents, profits, issues and revenues of said leasehold estates from time to time 
accruing, whether under licenses, subleases or tenancies now existing or hereafter 
created; and 

 
 (b) All right, title and interest which Assignor now has or may hereafter acquire in and 

to the Projects including, without limitation, the option to purchase the Projects as 
set forth in Article XVII of each of the respective Leases;  

 
 TO HAVE AND TO HOLD THE SAME, together with all privileges, immunities and 
appurtenances whatsoever in any way belonging, relating or appertaining to the Assignor's 
leasehold estates in the Projects, or which hereafter shall in any way belong, relate or be 
appurtenant thereto, whether now or hereafter acquired by Assignor, subject, however, to the 
following: 
 
 1. The covenants, agreements, terms, and conditions set forth in the Leases; 
 
 2. Rights of lawful occupants or subtenants, and the condition and state of repair of 

the Project on the date hereof; and 
 
 3. Taxes and assessments, general and special, not delinquent on the date hereof. 
 
 Assignor, for itself and its successors and assigns, hereby covenants and agrees to and with 
Assignee, its successors and assigns, as follows: 
 
 1.  The Leases are in full force and effect and unmodified, and there is no existing default 
under the provisions of either Lease or in the performance of any terms, covenants, conditions, or 
warranties thereof on the part of Assignor to be observed and performed. 
 
 2.  All rents (including Basic Rent and Additional Rent and other charges) reserved in the 
Leases have been paid to the extent they were payable prior to the date hereof. 
 
 3.  Assignor will warrant and defend the leasehold estates created under the Leases for the 
entire remainder of the Term set forth therein against all and every person or persons lawfully 
claiming, or who may claim the same or any part thereof, subject only to the payment of the rentals 
in the Leases reserved and to the performance and observance of all the terms, covenants, 
conditions and warranties thereof. 
 
 4.  Assignor will pay or cause to be paid all Basic Rent, Additional Rent, Impositions, 
taxes, assessments and other charges mentioned in and made payable by the Lease when and as 
often as the same shall become due and payable. 
 
 5.  Assignor will at all times promptly and faithfully keep and perform, or cause to be kept 
and performed, all of the covenants and conditions contained in the Leases by the Tenant therein to 
be kept and performed (including the covenants regarding insurance with respect to the Projects), 
and in all respects conform to and comply with the terms and conditions of the Leases, and 
Assignor further covenants that it will not do or permit anything to be done, the doing of which, or 
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refrain from doing anything, the omission of which, will impair or tend to impair the security of 
this Assignment or will be grounds for declaring a forfeiture of the Leases. 
 
 6.  Assignor will not modify, amend or in any way alter the terms of the Leases or cancel or 
surrender the Leases, or waive, excuse, condone or in any way release or discharge the Issuer of 
and from the obligations, covenants, conditions and agreement by the Issuer to be done and 
performed without the written consent of Assignee. 
 
 7.  Assignor will request that notice of any default or Event of Default under the Leases be 
given to Assignee in the same manner and at the same time as is given to Assignor. Any amounts 
advanced by Assignee and any costs incurred by Assignee in performing on behalf of Assignor any 
covenant on the part of Assignor to be observed and performed under the Leases, or the curing by 
Assignee on behalf of Assignor of any default or Event of Default under the Leases shall be 
repayable by Assignor without demand, with interest thereon, and shall be secured by this 
Assignment. 
 
 8.  No right, power, or remedy conferred upon or reserved to Assignee by this Assignment 
is intended to be exclusive of any other right, power or remedy, but each and every such right, 
power and remedy shall be cumulative and concurrent and shall be in addition to any right, power 
and remedy given hereunder or now or hereafter existing at law or in equity or by statute. 
  
 9.  Neither this Assignment nor any terms hereof may be changed, waived, discharged or 
terminated orally, but only by an instrument in writing signed by the party against which 
enforcement of the charge, waiver, discharge or termination is sought. Any agreement hereafter 
made by Assignor and Assignee relating to this Assignment shall be superior to the rights of the 
holder of any intervening lien or encumbrance. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, if the Bonds, the Loan Obligation, and payments owing under the 
Leases secured hereby, shall each be paid according to their respective terms and provisions, then 
this Assignment shall be released at the request and cost of Assignor; 
 
 But if default is made in the payment of the Bonds, or any of the interest or premium 
thereon when due, or in the performance of any of the promises and agreements contained herein, 
or in the Leases, or the Loan Obligation, or under any guaranty related to the Bonds, the Leases, or 
the Loan Obligation, then Assignee, its successors and assigns shall be entitled to (a) judgment for 
all sums due under the Bonds, the Leases, and the Loan Obligation hereby secured, or any related 
guaranties, together with all costs and expenses, including reasonable attorney's fees, of enforcing 
the same, (b) immediate possession of the Projects pending sale to satisfy said judgment, either 
directly or through a court-appointed receiver; and (c) a decree for the sale of the Assignor's 
leasehold interests in the Projects foreclosing all rights and equities therein of Assignor, its 
successors, assigns and legal representatives and all persons claiming under it, and Assignor does 
hereby waive any rights of redemption provided by the laws of Kansas, reserving only the right to 
any excess proceeds from the rental and/or sale of the Project remaining after satisfaction of all the 
obligations hereby secured; and (d) the right to exercise in Assignee’s own name Assignor's option 
to purchase either or both Projects pursuant to Section 17.01 of the Leases. 
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 If such default occurs and Assignee exercises its rights hereunder to take possession of the 
Projects or to purchase the Projects or both, Assignee shall notify the Issuer of the default, and 
Assignor hereby agrees to cooperate with Assignee and Issuer in the transfer from Assignor to 
Assignee of any leasehold or property rights to the Projects, and shall execute any documents 
required by Assignee or Issuer to accomplish such transfer. Assignee acknowledges that any such 
transfer may invalidate or terminate the remaining period of tax abatement, if any, at the discretion 
of the Issuer.   
 
 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Assignor has executed this Collateral Assignment of Lease 
this        day of                           , 2014 
       Lee Real Estate, LLC 
        
 
 
       By:_________________________________ 
       Name:  James E. Lee 
       Title: Member 
 
 
 
STATE OF KANSAS   ) 
     )  SS. 
COUNTY OF SEDGWICK  ) 
 
 
 The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this        day of                           , 
2014, by James E. Lee, Member of Lee Real Estate, LLC, a Kansas Limited Liability Company. 
 
 
(Notary Seal) 
 
       ____________________________________ 
         Notary Public 
 
       Typed or printed name of Notary Public: 
 
       ____________________________________ 
 
Appointment Expires:________________________ 
 
  

484



 
 

SCHEDULE I 
 

DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY 
 
 The following property acquired by the City of Wichita, Kansas (the “Issuer”) in 
connection with the issuance by the City of its Industrial Revenue Bonds, 2006, (Lee Real Estate, 
LLC) (the “2006 Bonds”): 
 

(a) The following described real estate in Sedgwick County, Kansas: 
 

Lot 19, Comotara Industrial Park Fifth Addition, an addition to 
Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas 

 
said real property constituting the “Land” as referred to in the Indenture and the Lease 
entered into by the Issuer concurrently with the issuance of the 2006 Bonds (the 
“Indenture” and the “Lease”), subject to the encumbrances listed as exceptions in 
Schedule B of that certain commitment for title insurance no. 792513 issued by First 
American Title Insurance Company of Kansas and any restriction or encumbrance 
impacting or affecting the current or future use of property in connection with the 
operation of a gambling facility which consists of multi-game casino-style gambling 
(“Permitted Encumbrances”). 

 
(b) All buildings, building additions, improvements, machinery and 

equipment now constructed, located or installed on the Land, all or any portion of the 
costs of which were paid from the proceeds of the Issuer’s 2006 Bonds, and which 
constitute Improvements as defined in the Indenture, together with any substitutions or 
replacements therefor, the property described in paragraphs (a) and (b) of this Schedule I 
together constituting the “Project” as referred to in the Indenture and the Lease. 
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SCHEDULE II 
 

DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY 
 
 The following property acquired by the City of Wichita, Kansas (the “Issuer”) in 
connection with the issuance by the City of its Industrial Revenue Bonds, 2007, (Lee Real Estate, 
LLC) (the “2007 Bonds”): 
 

(a) The following described real estate in Sedgwick County, Kansas: 
 

Lot 22, Comotara Industrial Park Fifth Addition, an addition to 
Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas 

 
said real property constituting the “Land” as referred to in the Indenture and the Lease 
entered into by the Issuer concurrently with the issuance of the 2007 Bonds (the 
“Indenture” and the “Lease”), subject to the encumbrances listed as exceptions in 
Schedule B of that certain commitment for title insurance no. 926789 issued by First 
American Title Insurance Company of Kansas and any restriction or encumbrance 
impacting or affecting the current or future use of property in connection with the 
operation of a gambling facility which consists of multi-game casino-style gambling 
(“Permitted Encumbrances”). 

 
(b) All buildings, building additions, improvements, machinery and 

equipment now constructed, located or installed on the Land, all or any portion of the 
costs of which were paid from the proceeds of the Issuer’s 2007 Bonds, and which 
constitute Improvements as defined in the Indenture, together with any substitutions or 
replacements therefor, the property described in paragraphs (a) and (b) of this Schedule II 
together constituting the “Project” as referred to in the Indenture and the Lease. 
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Agenda Report No. II-15 
 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
   
 

TO:        Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:     Drug Enforcement Agency – 2014 High Intensity Drug Trafficking Area 

Task Force (HIDTA).  
 
INITIATED BY:    Police Department 
 
AGENDA:         Consent 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the 2014 grant award.     
 
Background:  The Wichita Police Department (WPD) has participated in the Drug Enforcement 
Agency – High Intensity Drug Trafficking Area (HIDTA) Task Force since 2002.  The mission 
is to combat the manufacture and importation of methamphetamine and disrupt poly-drug 
trafficking organizations, thereby reducing the availability of illegal drugs and reducing its 
impact in this area.  The Kansas Bureau of Investigation (KBI) is the fiscal agent for award 
proceeds to be distributed to state and local agencies participating in the Midwest High Intensity 
Drug Trafficking Area Task Force.   

 
Analysis:  The Kansas Bureau of Investigation will reimburse the City of Wichita for overtime 
and related expenses for personnel assigned to the task force.  Currently, the Wichita Police 
Department has one detective designated to the High Intensity Drug Trafficking Area Task 
Force.   
 
Financial Considerations:   The Kansas Bureau of Investigation will reimburse the Wichita 
Police Department up to $30,348 for overtime and related expenses incurred by personnel 
assigned to the task force.  There is no local match requirement.   
 
Legal Considerations:  The 2014 High Intensity Drug Trafficking Area award is outlined in the 
attached Memorandum of Understanding which has been approved as to form by the Law 
Department.   
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the 2014 HIDTA 
grant and Memorandum of Understanding.   
 
Attachments:  Memorandum of Understanding.   
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Agenda Item No. II-16 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014  
 

 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:  2015 Drug Enforcement Administration State and Local Task Force Agreements 
 
INITIATED BY: Wichita Police Department 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
             
 
Recommendation:  Adopt the 2015 Drug Enforcement Administration State and Local Task Force 
Agreements.    
 
Background:  Since 1983, the Wichita Police Department (WPD) has assigned two full time detectives 
to the Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA) to assist in narcotic and dangerous drug trafficking 
investigations in Wichita and the surrounding communities, as a member of the State and Local Task 
Force.  In addition to the WPD, the DEA Task Force includes agents from the Sedgwick County Sheriff’s 
Office, Kansas Bureau of Investigation, Kansas National Guard, Kansas Highway Patrol, Haysville Police 
Department and Immigration and Custom Enforcement.  The current agreement expires September 30, 
2014.   
 
Analysis:  The Wichita DEA Office is focused on large scale drug organizations that operate regionally 
and have a direct connection to Wichita and the surrounding communities, based on Wichita’s geographic 
access to three major drug corridors.  Those corridors, I-35, I-70 and US-54, make Wichita attractive to 
major drug organizations attempting to establish distribution networks.  DEA and its Task Force partners, 
including the WPD, work to identify, dismantle, and prosecute suspects attempting to bring large 
quantities of drugs into Wichita.  Through the Wichita DEA Office, the Task Force participates in large 
scale investigations, many of which ultimately have national impact. During 2013-2014, the local Task 
Force initiated 150 major cases and made 100 felony arrests connected with drug trafficking with several 
Federal Indictments pending.  A continuation of the agreement between the Drug Enforcement 
Administration and the Wichita Police Department provides the City of Wichita and its residents with 
additional resources in an effort to identify and prosecute individuals and organizations that traffic 
narcotics and dangerous drugs in this community.   
 
Financial Considerations:  DEA reimburses the Wichita Police Department for overtime up to $17,374 
per Task Force Officer, per year for a total amount of $34,748.  Participation in the Task Force entitles the 
Department to share in a portion of Federal seizures, enhancing the Department’s resources for drug 
crime investigation. The Wichita Police Department is responsible for the base salary and benefits of the 
detectives.   
 
Legal Considerations:  The Agreements have been reviewed and approved as to form by the Law 
Department.   
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the 2015 Drug 
Enforcement Administration State and Local Task Force Agreements.   
 
Attachments:  Wichita Resident Office State and Local Task Force Agreements. 
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Agenda Item No. II-17  
 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 

 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:  2014 Internet Crimes Against Children (ICAC) Grant and Agreement 
 
INITIATED BY: Wichita Police Department 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the 2014 Internet Crimes Against Children (ICAC) Grant and Agreement.   
 
Background:  The City of Wichita Police Department, Sedgwick County Sheriff's Office and 
Department of Children and Family (DCF) have jointly operated an Exploited and Missing Child Unit 
(EMCU) since the mid 1980's.  The mission of the unit is to investigate cases of missing and/or abused 
children, to identify offenders and to collect evidence for the prosecution of suspect(s), all minimizing 
trauma to the child victims.  The EMCU operation is based on a Memorandum of Understanding signed 
by the participating parties.  
 
Analysis:  Since 2002, the U.S. Department of Justice and the Office of Juvenile Justice Programs (OJJP) 
have awarded an Internet Crimes Against Children (ICAC) grant to the (EMCU). The grant is 
administered by Sedgwick County and provides funding for one Sheriff’s Office Detective and one 
Wichita Police Department detective assigned to the (EMCU), and also vehicle, travel/training, 
equipment and supplies costs.  The City of Wichita’s portion of the 2014 Internet Crimes Against 
Children (ICAC) grant award is $123,706 for salary/benefits for one detective position and associated 
vehicle costs.    
 
Financial Considerations:  Sedgwick County will reimburse the City of Wichita for salary and benefit 
costs for a Police detective position and related vehicle fleet costs, not to exceed $123,706 for a 12-month 
period ending June 30, 2015. No local grant match is required. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The Agreement have been reviewed and approved as to form by the Law 
Department. 
 
Recommendations/Actions: It is recommended that the City Council approve the 2014 Internet Crimes 
Against Children (ICAC) Grant in the amount of $123,706, approve the Agreement between the City of 
Wichita and Sedgwick County and authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  2014 Agreement between the City of Wichita and Sedgwick County. 
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         GMS APPLICATION NUMBER _2014-50386-KS-MC_ 
OJJDP Cooperative Agreement Number 2013-MC-FX-K021 

 
 

AGREEMENT  
BETWEEN THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS AND SEDGWICK COUNTY, 

KANSAS 
  

2014 Kansas Internet Crimes Against Children (ICAC) Task Force Award 
  

This Agreement is made and entered into this____day of________, 2014 by and between 
Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereinafter referred to as COUNTY, and the CITY of 
Wichita, hereinafter referred to as CITY, both of Sedgwick County, State of Kansas. 
 
Witnesseth: 
  
WHEREAS, this Agreement is made under the authority of K.S.A. 12-2908, which 
authorizes municipalities to contract with other municipalities to perform any governmental 
service, activity or undertaking that each is authorized by law to perform; and  
 
WHEREAS, COUNTY is the recipient of a grant award from the United States 
Department of Justice for funding the Internet Crimes Against Children (ICAC) program 
operated by the Exploited and Missing Child Unit (EMCU); and  
 
WHEREAS, included in the award budget is a City of Wichita Police Department 
detective salary and benefits and vehicle service charges totaling $123,706.13; and 
 
WHEREAS, the COUNTY agrees to provide the CITY $123,706.13 from the ICAC award 
to cover staff and vehicle costs as identified the grant application budget excerpt 
(Attachment A): and 
  
WHEREAS, the CITY and COUNTY believe it to be in their best interests to reallocate 
the ICAC funds; and  
 
WHEREAS, each governing body finds that the performance of this Agreement is in the 
best interests of both parties, that the undertaking will benefit the public, and that the 
division of costs fairly compensates the performing party for the services or functions 
under this agreement. 
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NOW THEREFORE, the COUNTY and CITY agree as follows: 

 
 

Section 1.  
 

COUNTY agrees to pay CITY a total of $ 123,706.13 of ICAC funds. 
  

Section 2. 
  

CITY agrees to use $ 123,706.13 for the staff and vehicle costs related to the Internet 
Crimes Against Children Project for the grant period of July 1, 2014 through 6-30-2015.  
 

Section 3.  
 

Nothing in the performance of this Agreement shall impose any liability for claims against 
COUNTY other than claims for which liability may be imposed by the Kansas Tort Claims 
Act.  

 
Section 4.  

 
Nothing in the performance of this Agreement shall impose any liability for claims against 
CITY other than claims for which liability may be imposed by the Kansas Tort Claims Act.  

 
Section 5. 

  
Each party to this agreement will be responsible for its own actions in providing services 
under this agreement and shall not be liable for any civil liability that may arise from the 
furnishing of the services by the other party.  

 
Section 6. 

  
The parties to this Agreement do not intend for any third party to obtain a right by virtue of 
this Agreement.  

 
Section 7. 

  
By entering into this Agreement, the parties do not intend to create any obligations express 
or implied other than those set out herein; further, this Agreement shall not create any 
rights in any party not a signatory hereto. 
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CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS SEDGWICK COUNTY, KANSAS 
  
___________________________________  _____________________________  
CARL BREWER, Mayor           DAVID M. UNRUH, Chairman 

Commissioner, 1st District 
  

ATTEST:       ATTEST: 
 
___________________________________  ______________________________ 
KAREN SUBLETT, City Clerk   KELLY ARNOLD, County Clerk 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM:    APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
  
___________________________________   ______________________________  
SHARON DICKGRAFE, Interim City Attorney JENNIFER MAGANA, 

Deputy County Counselor  
 
  

522



1 
 

Agenda Item No. II-18 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

 October 7, 2014 
 
TO:     Mayor and City Council    
    
SUBJECT:   127th Street East, Mt. Vernon to Pawnee – Waterline Construction (District II) 
  
INITIATED BY:  Department of Public Works & Utilities 
 
AGENDA:   Consent 
 
 
Recommendations:  Approve the project and adopt the resolution. 
 
Background:  The 2011-2020 Adopted Capital Improvement Program (CIP) includes funding for 
construction of a waterline in 127th Street East from Mt. Vernon to Pawnee. 
 
Analysis:  The project will construct a 16-inch waterline in 127th Street and Pawnee to close an existing 
gap in the system and provide a second feed for a new high school currently being constructed on the 
southwest corner of 127th and Pawnee.  Eliminating the dead ends and providing the second feed will 
better serve the new school, as well as the adjacent neighborhoods. 
 
Financial Considerations:  The current CIP has $432,000 available in 2012 for waterline construction in 
127th Street East from Mt. Vernon to Pawnee.  Staff requests approval of $200,000 for the 127th Street and 
Pawnee portion of the waterline.  The project will be funded by future revenue bond sales or water utility 
cash reserves. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The resolution has been reviewed and approved as to form by the Law 
Department. 
 
Recommendation/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the project, adopt the 
resolution, and authorize the necessary signatures, including those for the acquisition or granting of 
easements, utility relocation agreements, and all required permits. 
 
Attachments:  Map, resolution, and notice of intent. 
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Gilmore & Bell, P.C. 
10/09/2013 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-293 

 
A RESOLUTION DECLARING IT NECESSARY TO CONSTRUCT, 
RECONSTRUCT, ALTER, REPAIR, IMPROVE, EXTEND AND ENLARGE THE 
WATER AND SEWER UTILITY OWNED AND OPERATED BY THE CITY OF 
WICHITA, KANSAS, TO ISSUE REVENUE BONDS FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
PAYING CERTAIN COSTS THEREOF, AND PROVIDING FOR THE GIVING 
OF NOTICE OF SUCH INTENTION IN THE MANNER REQUIRED BY LAW.   
 

 
 WHEREAS, the City of Wichita, Kansas (the “City”) is a municipal corporation, duly created, 
organized and existing under the Constitution and laws of the State; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council of the City (the “Governing Body”), has heretofore by Ordinance 
No. 39-888, passed May 26, 1987 and published in the official newspaper of the City on May 29, 1987, as 
required by law, authorized the combining of the City-owned and operated municipal water utility and 
municipal sewer utility thereby creating the City of Wichita, Kansas Water and Sewer Utility (the 
"Utility”); and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City is authorized under the Constitution and laws of the State of Kansas, 
including K.S.A. 10-1201 et seq., as amended and supplemented by Charter Ordinance No. 211 of the 
City (collectively, the “Act”), to issue revenue bonds to construct, reconstruct, alter, repair, improve, 
extend and enlarge the Utility; 
 
 WHEREAS, the Governing Body hereby finds and determines that it is necessary and advisable 
to construct, reconstruct, alter, repair, improve, extend and enlarge the Utility in the following manner: 
 

Waterline Construction 127th St East, Mt. Vernon - Pawnee (W-51) 
 
(the “Project”) and to provide for the payment of all or a portion of the costs thereof by the issuance of 
revenue bonds of the City pursuant to the Act; said bonds to be payable from the revenues of the Utility. 
 
 BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, 
KANSAS, AS FOLLOWS: 
 
 Section 1.  Project Authorization.   It is hereby authorized, ordered and directed that the Project 
be acquired, constructed and/or installed in accordance with plans and specifications therefor prepared 
under the direction of the City Engineer or designate and approved by the Governing Body; said plans 
and specifications to be placed on file in the offices of the Utility.  The estimated cost of the Project, 
including related design and engineering expenses is $200,000.  The Project will not cause duplication of 
any existing water or sewer utility service furnished by a private utility in the City. 
 
 Section 2.  Project Financing.  It is hereby found and determined to be necessary and advisable 
to issue revenue bonds of the City under the authority of the Act, in an aggregate principal amount not to 
exceed $216,000 in order to pay all or a portion of the costs of the Project and related reserves, interest on 
financing and administrative and financing costs (the “Bonds”).  The Bonds shall not be general 
obligations of the City payable from taxation, but shall be payable from the revenues derived from the 
operations of the Utility.  Costs of the Project in excess of the proceeds of the Bonds, if any, shall be paid 
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from unencumbered moneys of the Utility which will be available for that purpose.  The Bonds may be 
issued to reimburse expenditures made on or after the date which is 60 days before the date of this 
Resolution, pursuant to Treasury Regulation 1.150-2. 
 
 Section 3.  Notice.  Before issuing the Bonds, there shall be published one (1) time in the official 
newspaper of the City, a notice of the intention of the Governing Body to undertake the Project and to 
issue the Bonds (the “Notice”); and if within fifteen (15) days after the publication of such Notice, there 
shall be filed with the City Clerk, a written protest against the Project or the issuance of the Bonds, signed 
by not less than twenty per cent (20%) of the qualified electors of the City, the Governing Body shall 
thereupon submit such proposed Project and the Bonds to the electors of the City at a special election to 
be called for that purpose as provided by the Act.  If no sufficient protest is filed with the City Clerk 
within the period of time hereinbefore stated, then the Governing Body shall have the authority to proceed 
with the Project and issuance of the Bonds. 
 
 Section 4.  Effective Date.  This Resolution shall be in full force and effect from and after its 
adoption by the Governing Body. 
 
 
 ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Wichita, Kansas, by not less than two-thirds of the 
members voting in favor thereof, on October 7, 2014. 
 
 
 
(SEAL)              

Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
      

Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
      

Sharon Dickgrafe, Interim Director of 
Law 
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JLN\600809.053\DOCUMENT MASTER FORMS\ WATER & SEWER UTILITY REVENUE PROJECT AUTH (10-09-13) 
 

(Published in The Wichita Eagle, on October 10,2014.) 
 

NOTICE 
 
TO:  THE RESIDENTS OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS 
 
 You are hereby notified that the City Council (the “Governing Body”) of the City of Wichita, 
Kansas (the “City”), by Resolution No. 14-293, duly adopted October 7,  2014, has found and determined 
it to be necessary and declared its intention to construct, reconstruct, alter, repair, improve, extend and 
enlarge the City of Wichita, Kansas Water and Sewer Utility, which is owned and operated by the City 
(the “Utility”), in the following manner: 
 

Waterline Construction 127th St East, Mt. Vernon – Pawnee (W-51) 
 
(the “Project”) at an estimated cost, including related design and engineering expenses of $200,000. 
 
 In order to finance all or a portion of the costs of the Project and related reserves, interest on 
financing and administrative and financing costs, the Governing Body has further found and determined it 
to be necessary and declared its intention to issue revenue bonds an aggregate principal amount not to 
exceed $216,000 under the authority of K.S.A. 10-1201 et seq., as amended and supplemented by Charter 
Ordinance No. 211 of the City (the “Bonds”).  The Bonds shall not be general obligation bonds of the 
City payable from taxation, but shall be payable only from the revenues derived from the operations of 
the Utility.  Costs of the Project in excess of the proceeds of the Bonds shall be paid from unencumbered 
moneys of the Utility which will be available for that purpose. 
 
 This Notice shall be published one time in the official newspaper of the City; and if, within 
fifteen (15) days from and after the publication date hereof, there shall be filed in the Office of the City 
Clerk a written protest against the Project and the issuance of the Bonds, which protest is signed by not 
less than twenty percent (20%) of the qualified electors of the City, then the question of the Project and 
the issuance of the Bonds shall be submitted to the electors of the City at a special election which shall be 
called for that purpose as provided by law.  If no sufficient protest to the Project and the issuance of the 
Bonds is filed within said period, then the Governing Body shall have the authority to proceed with the 
Project and issuance of the Bonds. 
 
 BY ORDER of the Governing Body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, on October 7, 2014. 
 
 
          /s/ CARL BREWER, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
/s/ Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
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 Agenda Item No. II-19 
 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 

SUBJECT:   WaterWalk Floating Stage Canopy 

INITIATED BY:  Division of Arts and Cultural Services 

AGENDA:   Consent 

Recommendation:  Approve the agreement and authorize the necessary funding. 

Background:  The next step in developing an amphitheater in WaterWalk is constructing a stage canopy.  
The City of Wichita was awarded an Economic Development Initiative (EDI) grant by the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development (HUD) in the amount of $247,500 for the construction of an 
amphitheater-type facility in the WaterWalk development. The area designated for such a facility in the 
WaterWalk master plan is between Gander Mountain and the Wichita Boathouse, referred to as Area 3.  
A floating stage for musical and theatrical events was designed and constructed on the Arkansas River, 
near the east bank.  It has the ability to be moved to other areas of interest along the river and anchored 
for event purposes. The riverbank provides a modest seating area. The stage was approved by the Design 
Council at meetings held March 11, 2013 and May 15, 2013.  Though the floating stage has been 
constructed, using federal grant funding; only the platform exists.  The stage requires a truss system 
capable of supporting lighting and audio equipment.  The “canopy” is to be portable and capable of use at 
land venues or inside on various stage venues.   

Analysis: A Request for Proposal (RFP) to design and construct a portable stage truss system with an 
integral roof for use on the floating stage was completed in July of 2014.  The RFP included the following 
criteria: engineering design, stage size/shape, utility presence, design for wind and river flow variances, 
Americans with Disabilities (ADA) compliance, portability and life cycle. A Staff Screening and 
Selection Committee met to evaluate the two responses and selected the proposal by Theatrical Services, 
Inc. because of more functional portability, familiar and proven design features, and the vendor’s 
experience with theatrical rigging systems.  The cost of the canopy is $120,000, which includes the 
canopy itself, a road box package for transportation and storage, two days on-site training/support from an 
Applied Electronics Technician, and on-site support for the first three events where the system is used. 

Financial Considerations:  Funding for the canopy is available within the existing WaterWalk project 
budget for Area 3.  In addition to the cost of the proposed canopy ($120,000), funding for architectural 
services ($12,010) and $2,056 for required advertising and City employee staff time relating to the 
floating stage and canopy installation is necessary.   If the canopy proposal is approved, total 
amphitheater expenses will be $381,566, including $247,500 for the floating stage.   

Legal Considerations: The agreement has been reviewed and approved as to form by the Law 
Department. 

Recommendation/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the agreement, authorize 
funding from the Area 3 budget, approve any necessary budget adjustments, and authorize the necessary 
signatures. 

Attachments:  Agreement. 
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CONTRACT 
for 

PORTABLE OUTDOOR STAGE TRUSS & ROOF 
 
 THIS CONTRACT entered into this 7th day of October,  2014, by and between 
the CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, a municipal corporation, hereinafter called "CITY", 
and THEATRICAL SERVICES INC.,128 S. Washington, Wichita, KS 67202-7202, 
Telephone Number (316) 263-4415 hereinafter called "CONTRACTOR". 
 
 WITNESSETH: 
 
 WHEREAS, the CITY has solicited a proposal for Portable Outdoor Stage Truss 
& Roof (Formal Proposal – FP440041); and  
 
 WHEREAS, CONTRACTOR has submitted the proposal most beneficial to the 
CITY and is ready, willing, and able to provide the commodities and/or services required 
by the CITY. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, the parties hereto agree as follows: 
 
 1. Scope of Services.  CONTRACTOR shall provide to the CITY all those 
commodities and/or services specified in its response to Formal Proposal Number – 
FP440041, which is incorporated herein by this reference the same as if it were fully set 
forth.  The proposal package, including all specifications, plans and addenda, provided 
by the City of Wichita as part of the proposal letting process for Formal Proposal – 
FP440041, shall be considered a part of this contract and is incorporated by reference 
herein. 
 
 2. Compensation.  CITY agrees to pay to CONTRACTOR prices below for 
Portable Outdoor Stage Truss & Roof as per the proposal, plans, specifications, 
addenda and Contractor’s proposal of July 25, 2014, and as approved by the City 
Council on October 7, 2014.  Attached is Exhibit B which is considered part of this 
contract. 
 
Base Price: 
 
Outdoor Truss and Roof             $109,521.00 
 
Curtain Package:    $ 9,983.00 
 
 
CONTRACTOR shall warrant materials and workmanship for (2) two years.  Any 
required warranty work shall commence within (8) eight hours of notification if notified 
within normal business hours. 
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 3. Term.   CONTRACTOR further agrees that the work under this 
contract shall be completed to the full satisfaction of the City Purchasing Manager of 
the City of Wichita to be completed by June 30, 2015.  *Payment is to be made by 
the CITY in full, to the CONTRACTOR, prior to the completion date. However, the 
project is not complete until the truss and roof have been installed on the stage 
prior to the completion date of June 30, 2015. Said work shall be done under the 
direct supervision of said Purchasing Manager, or such other person as the City Council 
may direct, and that said Purchasing Manager's decision as to the material used in said 
improvement and the method in which the work is to be done shall be final and 
conclusive upon the parties hereto.  Working days shall be as defined in the Standard 
Specifications of the City of Wichita.  
 
 
 4. Indemnification and Insurance. 
 
       
  b.  CONTRACTOR will carry insurance coverage during  the term of this 
contract and any extensions thereof in the amounts and manner provided as follows: 
 
  1.  Comprehensive General Liability covering premises—

operations, xcu (explosion, collapse and underground) hazards when 
applicable, Product/Completed operations, Broad Form Property Damage, 

 and Contractual Liability with minimum limits as follows: 
 
  Bodily Injury Liability   $500,000 each occurrence 
        $500,000 each aggregate 
   
  Property Damage Liability   $500,000 each occurrence 
        $500,000 each aggregate 
  Or 
 
  Bodily Injury and Property Damage $500,000 each occurrence 
  Liability (Combined Single Limit)  $500,000 each aggregate 
 

  2.  Comprehensive Automobile Liability  including all owned, non-owned  
and hired vehicles with minimum limits for: 

 
  Bodily Injury Liability   $500,000 each accident 
  Property Damage Liability   $500,000 each accident 
  
  Or 
 
  Bodily Injury and Property Damage  
  Liability (Combined Single Limit)  $500,000 each accident 
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  3.  Workers’ Compensation  Statutory 
 

  Employers Liability    $100,000 each accident 
        $500,000 aggregate 
        $100,000 occupational disease 
 
 The Insurance Certificate must contain the following: 
 
 A. Statement that the Contractural Liability includes the Liability of the  
  City of Wichita assumed by the Contractor in the contract documents. 
 
 B. Cancellation – should any of the above polices be canceled before the 
  expiration date thereof the issuing company will mail ten (10) days 
  written notice to certificate holder. 
 
 5. Independent Contractor.  The relationship of the CONTRACTOR to the 
CITY will be that of an independent contractor.  No employee or agent of the 
CONTRACTOR shall be considered an employee of the CITY. 
 
 6. Compliance with Laws.  CONTRACTOR shall comply with all laws, 
statutes and ordinances which may pertain to the providing of services under this 
Contract. 
 
 7. No Assignment.  The services to be provided by the CONTRACTOR 
under this Contract are personal and cannot be assigned, sublet or transferred without 
the specific written consent of the CITY. 
 
 8. Non-Discrimination.  CONTRACTOR shall comply with all applicable 
requirements of the City of Wichita Revised Non-Discrimination and Equal Employment 
/Affirmative Action Program Requirements Statement for Contracts or Agreements 
attached hereto as Exhibit A. 
 
 9. Third Party Rights.  It is specifically agreed between the parties that it is 
not intended by any of the provisions of any part of this Contract to create the public or 
any member thereof a third-party beneficiary hereunder, or to authorize anyone not a 
party to this Contract to maintain a suit for damages pursuant to the terms or provisions 
of this Contract. 
 
 10. No Arbitration.  The Contractor and the City shall not be obligated to 
resolve any claim or dispute related to the Contract by arbitration.  Any reference to 
arbitration in bid or proposal documents is deemed void. 
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 11. Governing Law.  This contract shall be interpreted according to the laws 
of the State of Kansas.  The parties agree that this contract has been created in 
Kansas. 
 
 
 12. Representative’s Authority to Contract.  By signing this contract, the 
representative of the contractor or CONTRACTOR represents the he or she is duly 
authorized by the contractor or CONTRACTOR to execute this contract, and that the 
contractor or CONTRACTOR has agreed to be bound by all its provisions. 
 
 
 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have set their hands the day and year first 
above written. 
 
 
ATTEST:      CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS 
 
 
______________________________  _______________________________ 
Janis Edwards  Carl Brewer 
Deputy City Clerk Mayor 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM:   THEATRICAL SERVICES, INC. 
 
 
______________________________  ________________________________ 
Sharon L. Dickgrafe 
Interim City Attorney & Director of Law 
       _______________________________ 
       Print Name 
 
       _______________________________  
       Title (President or Corporate Officer) 
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EXHIBIT A 
 

REVISED NON-DISCRIMINATION AND 
EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY/AFFIRMATIVE ACTION PROGRAM 

REQUIREMENTS STATEMENT FOR CONTRACTS OR AGREEMENTS 
 
 
During the term of this contract, the contractor or subcontractor, Contractor or supplier 
of the City, by whatever term identified herein, shall comply with the following 
Non-Discrimination--Equal Employment Opportunity/Affirmative Action Program 
Requirements: 
 
A. During the performance of this contract, the contractor, subcontractor, Contractor 

or supplier of the City, or any of its agencies, shall comply with all the provisions 
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended:  The Equal Employment Op-
portunity Act of 1972; Presidential Executive Orders 11246, 11375, 11131; Part 
60 of Title 41 of the Code of Federal Regulations; the Age Discrimination in 
Employment Act of 1967; the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 and laws, 
regulations or amendments as may be promulgated thereunder. 

 
B. Requirements of the State of Kansas: 
 

1. The contractor shall observe the provisions of the Kansas Act against 
Discrimination (Kansas Statutes Annotated 44-1001, et seq.) and shall not 
discriminate against any person in the performance of work under the 
present contract because of race, religion, color, sex, disability, and age 
except where age is a bona fide occupational qualification, national origin 
or ancestry; 

 
2. In all solicitations or advertisements for employees, the contractor shall 

include the phrase, "Equal Opportunity Employer", or a similar phrase to 
be approved by the "Kansas Human Rights Commission"; 

 
3. If the contractor fails to comply with the manner in which the contractor 

reports to the "Kansas Human Rights Commission" in accordance with the 
provisions of K.S.A. 1976 Supp. 44-1031, as amended, the contractor 
shall be deemed to have breached this contract and it may be canceled, 
terminated or suspended in whole or in part by the contracting agency; 

 
4. If the contractor is found guilty of a violation of the Kansas Act against 

Discrimination under a decision or order of the "Kansas Human Rights 
Commission" which has become final, the contractor shall be deemed to 
have breached the present contract, and it may be canceled, terminated 
or suspended in whole or in part by the contracting agency; 
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5. The contractor shall include the provisions of Paragraphs 1 through 4 
inclusive, of this Subsection B, in every subcontract or purchase so that 
such provisions will be binding upon such subcontractor or Contractor. 

 
C. Requirements of the City of Wichita, Kansas, relating to Non-Discrimination -- 

Equal Employment Opportunity/Affirmative Action Program Requirements: 
 

1. The Contractor, supplier, contractor or subcontractor shall practice Non-
Discrimination -- Equal Employment Opportunity in all employment 
relations, including but not limited to employment, upgrading, demotion or 
transfer, recruitment or recruitment advertising, layoff or termination, rates 
of pay or other forms of compensation, and selection for training, including 
apprenticeship.  The contractor, supplier, contractor or subcontractor shall 
submit an Equal Employment Opportunity or Affirmative Action Program, 
when required, to the Department of Finance of the City of Wichita, 
Kansas, in accordance with the guidelines established for review and 
evaluation; 

 
2. The Contractor, supplier, contractor or subcontractor will, in all solici-

tations or advertisements for employees placed by or on behalf of the 
Contractor, supplier, contractor or subcontractor, state that all qualified 
applicants will receive consideration for employment without regard to 
race, religion, color, sex, "disability, and age except where age is a bona 
fide occupational qualification", national origin or ancestry.  In all 
solicitations or advertisements for employees the Contractor, supplier, 
contractor or subcontractor shall include the phrase, "Equal Opportunity 
Employer", or a similar phrase; 

 
3. The Contractor, supplier, contractor or subcontractor will furnish all 

information and reports required by the Department of Finance of said 
City for the purpose of investigation to ascertain compliance with 
Non-Discrimination -- Equal Employment Opportunity Requirements.  If 
the Contractor, supplier, contractor, or subcontractor fails to comply with 
the manner in which he/she or it reports to the City in accordance with the 
provisions hereof, the Contractor, supplier, contractor or subcontractor 
shall be deemed to have breached the present contract, purchase order 
or agreement and it may be canceled, terminated or suspended in whole 
or in part by the City or its agency; and further Civil Rights complaints, or 
investigations may be referred to the State; 

  
4. The Contractor, supplier, contractor or subcontractor shall include the 

provisions of Subsections 1 through 3 inclusive, of this present section in 
every subcontract, subpurchase order or subagreement so that such 
provisions will be binding upon each subcontractor, subcontractor or 
subsupplier. 
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5.  If the contractor fails to comply with the manner in which the contractor 
reports to the Department of Finance as stated above, the contractor shall 
be deemed to have breached this contract and it may be canceled, 
terminated or suspended in whole or in part by the contracting agency; 

 
 
D. Exempted from these requirements are:   
 

1. Those contractors, subcontractors, Contractors or suppliers who have less 
than four (4) employees, whose contracts, purchase orders or agreements 
cumulatively total less than five thousand dollars ($5,000) during the fiscal 
year of said City are exempt from any further Equal Employment Oppor-
tunity or Affirmative Action Program submittal. 

 
2. Those Contractors, suppliers, contractors or subcontractors who have 

already complied with the provisions set forth in this section by reason of 
holding a contract with the Federal government or contract involving 
Federal funds; provided that such contractor, subcontractor, Contractor or 
supplier provides written notification of a compliance review and 
determination of an acceptable compliance posture within a preceding 
forty-five (45) day  period from the Federal agency involved. 
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Agenda Item No. II-20 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

 October 7, 2014 
 
TO: Mayor and City Council   
 
SUBJECT: West Kellogg from 111th to 143rd Streets West - Revised Cost of Utility 

Relocation Agreements with AT&T (District IV) 
 
INITIATED BY: Department of Public Works & Utilities 
 
AGENDA: Consent 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the revised costs and payment for remaining balances of the same. 
 
Background:  On August 28, 2012, the City Council approved a revised budget for design, right-of-way, 
and construction for the expansion of West Kellogg between 111th and 143rd Streets West.  The proposed 
improvements require the relocation of utilities owned by AT&T.  The utilities are located in private 
easements on 151st Street West, north of Kellogg.  On June 18, 2013, the City Council approved two 
agreements with AT&T authorizing the utility to complete the relocation work.  One agreement was for 
relocation of a remote terminal cabinet and the other was for relocation of a video ready access device 
cabinet. 
   
Analysis:  The original agreements provided that the full estimated cost be paid by the City in advance, 
and that, if needed, any additional cost beyond the stated estimates would be agreed upon by both parties 
and brought back to the City Council for approval before AT&T would perform the work.  AT&T has 
reported higher than anticipated costs as follows: 

• Remote terminal cabinet relocation: higher than estimated contractor costs and engineering hours. 
• Video ready access device cabinet relocation: higher than estimated contractor costs. 

Additionally, AT&T reported that advance estimates were difficult to determine because of a limited 
history with the type of relocations being performed and forecasts in general being less accurate for 
relocations and redesigns than for new placements. City staff have reviewed and approved the revised 
costs. 
 
Financial Considerations:  The original estimated costs, new additional costs, and remaining balances 
are as follows: 

 Remote Terminal 
Cabinet 

Video Ready Access 
Device Cabinet 

Total Cost for  
Both Facilities 

Total Revised Cost $51,260 $203,769 $255,029 
Original Estimate  
(Paid in Full) ($39,437) ($163,234) ($202,671) 
Remaining Balance $11,823 $40,535 $52,358 

 
Funding for the additional cost is available in the existing approved budget, which is funded by Local 
Sales Tax. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department previously reviewed and approved the reimbursement 
agreements as to form on June 18, 2013. 
 
Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the revised costs and 
payment for remaining balances of the same, and authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  Revised invoices. 
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           Agenda Item No. II-21 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT: City Facilities Utilization (All Districts) 
       
INITIATED BY: Department of Public Works & Utilities 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the project initiation and adopt the 
bonding resolution. 
 
Background:  The 2011-2020 Capital Improvement Program (CIP) contains $300,000 in 2014 for City 
Facilities Utilization/Improvements. The specific use of the funding was not designated such that the 
intent would be for either planned modifications or remodeling projects as approved by the City Council.  
 
Analysis: The 2011-2020 CIP was approved by the City Council on March 6, 2012. This agenda item is 
to initiate the budgeted 2014 funds and make them available for planned floor space and operation 
improvements to various areas within City Hall. The areas slated for improvements were selected by 
Department Directors from a list of submitted project requests using criteria developed by the Fleet and 
Facilities Division of Public Works and Utilities. The selected list of projects are as follows:  
  

Fifth Floor 
• Relocate Police Warrant section to a larger area on the floor to improve public visibility and 

provide increased security/ADA features for public interface. 
• Renovations to the Police Records section customer area to increase security and ADA 

accommodations; remodel the break and police shift briefing areas. 
 

Eighth Floor 
• Remodel Water Services area for increased staffing and work flow consolidations; provide 

additional Customer Service Representative Stations and work flow consolidations for the call 
Center operations. 

 
Twelfth Floor 

• Provide a new office for the Finance Debt manager position and adjacent modular office 
reconfigurations. 

• Relocate Risk Management staff to improve work flow and staff functioning/operations. 
• Consolidate Purchasing staff and operations/file storage to improve work flow functions along 

with general spatial improvements to the staff area.  
 
Financial Considerations:   The City Facilities Utilization is included in the 2011-2020 CIP at $300,000 
for 2014. The funding source is general obligation bonds. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The bonding resolution has been approved as to form by the Law Department. 
 
Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the project initiation, adopt 
the bonding resolution and authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  CIP Sheet and bonding resolution. 
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JLN\600809.053\ PROJECT AUTH –CH ORD 156 – SIDEWALKS (05-12-14) 
 

Gilmore & Bell, P.C. 
05/12/2014 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-294 

 
A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE OF GENERAL 
OBLIGATION BONDS OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS TO PAY THE 
COSTS OF CERTAIN PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS IN THE CITY. 
 

 
 WHEREAS, the City of Wichita, Kansas (the “City”) is a municipal corporation, duly created, 
organized and existing under the Constitution and laws of the State; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Governing Body is authorized, , pursuant to K.S.A. 13-1024c, as amended by 
Charter Ordinance No. 156 of the City (the “Act”) to issue general obligation bonds of the City without 
an election for the purpose of paying for the construction, purchase or improvement of any public 
improvement, including the land necessary therefore, and for the purpose of rebuilding, adding to or 
extending the same as the necessities of the City may require and for the purpose of paying for certain 
personal property therefore; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Governing Body hereby finds and determines that it is necessary and advisable 
to make certain public improvements described as follows: 
 

City Facilities Utilization and Space Planning Improvements. 
 
(Floor space modifications/renovations and modular office reconfigurations on various floors within the 
City Hall facility, collectively, the “Project”) and to provide for the payment of all or a portion of the costs 
thereof by the issuance of general obligation bonds of the City pursuant to the Act. 
 
 BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, 
KANSAS, AS FOLLOWS: 
 
 Section 1.  Project Authorization.   It is hereby authorized, ordered and directed that the Project 
be acquired and/or constructed at an estimated cost of $300,000 in accordance with plans and 
specifications therefor prepared under the direction of the Fleet & Facilities Superintendent and approved 
by the Governing Body; said plans and specifications to be placed on file in the office of the Fleet & 
Facilities Superintendent. 
 

Section 2.  Project Financing.  All or a portion of the costs of the Project, interest on financing 
and administrative and financing costs shall be financed with the proceeds of general obligation bonds of 
the City (the “Bonds”).  The Bonds may be issued to reimburse expenditures made on or after the date 
which is 60 days before the date of adoption of this Resolution, pursuant to Treasury Regulation §1.150-2. 
 
 Section 3.  Effective Date.  This Resolution shall be in full force and effect from and after its 
adoption by the Governing Body. 
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ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Wichita, Kansas, on  October 7, 2014 . 
 
 
 
 
 
(SEAL)              

Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
      

Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
 
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________________ 
SHARON L. DICKGRAFE 
INTERIM DIRECTOR OF LAW AND CITY ATTORNEY 
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         Agenda Item No. II-22 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 
 
 

TO:   Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:  Supplemental Agreement for Legal Services with Bever Dye, LC 
 
INITIATED BY: Department of Law 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the supplemental agreement with Bever Dye, LC, to provide outside legal 
counsel for the NBC Baseball Foundation. 
 
Background:  In May of 2013, the City of Wichita entered into an agreement, not to exceed $25,000, 
approved by the City Manager, with Bever Dye, LC. A second contract extension was approved with the 
law firm on May 20, 2014. The agreement was for legal services to assist with the evaluation and the 
formation of a non-profit entity to assume and operate the National Baseball Congress (NBC) tournament.        
 
Analysis:  The proposed supplemental agreement will provide the necessary funding for the continued 
employment of Bever Dye, LC to assist the Foundation in drafting a lease and management agreement for 
the 2015 NBC Baseball Tournament, completion of all necessary documentation for the establishment 
and operation of the Foundation, and providing necessary legal advice regarding the tax requirements for 
the NBC Baseball Foundation. 
 
Based on the high quality services provided by the law firm and the continued need for its specialized 
assistance, it is recommended that the firm be retained for the completion of all matters with which it is 
involved. The current firm has not increased its rates or fees charged since the contract was entered into in 
2013.    
 
Financial Considerations:  The amended agreement is for an additional amount not to exceed $25,000.  
The hourly rate and expense items for the legal consultation services are the same as the original contract.  
Funding for the contract is in an amount not to exceed $25,000. The Finance Department is authorized to 
make any necessary budget adjustments.  
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has drafted the supplemental contract and has approved it 
as to form. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the supplemental contract, 
authorize the Mayor to sign, and approve any necessary budget adjustments. 
 
Attachments:  Supplemental Agreement for Legal Services 

542



543



544



545



Second Reading Ordinances for October 7, 2014 (first read on September 23,  2014)  

A. Amendment to Ordinance 49-479, Cutting Weeds on 1731 North Santa Fe.  (District VI) 

ORDINANCE NO. 49-834 

THE PUBLICATION ON APRIL 26, 2013 OF ORDINANCE NO. 49489 OF THE CITY 
OF WICHITA, KANSAS REGARDING THE ORDINANCE MAKING A SPECIAL 
ASSESSMENT TO PAY FOR CUTTING WEEDS COST OF $1,120 CONTAINED AN 
ERROR IN SECTION 1. 

B. Nuisance Abatement Assessments, Lot Clean Up. 

ORDINANCE NO. 49-835 

AN ORDINANCE MAKING A SPECIAL ASSESSMENT TO PAY FOR THE COST OF 
ABATING CERTAIN PUBLIC HEALTH NUISANCES (LOT CLEAN UP) UNDER THE 
PROVISION OF SECTION 7.40.050 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, 
KANSAS.  BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF 
WICHITA, KANSAS. 

C. Abatement of Dangerous and Unsafe Structures. 

ORDINANCE NO. 49-836 

AN ORDINANCE MAKING A SPECIAL ASSESSMENT TO PAY FORTHE REMOVAL 
OF CERTAIN STRUCTURES, BEING DANGEROUS AND UNSAFE BUILDINGS 
WHICH HAVE BEEN DECLARED A NUISANCE (BUILDING CONDEMNATION-
DEMOLITION ) UNDER THE PROVISION OF SECTIONS 18.16.010 TO 18.16.090 OF 
THE CODE OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS. 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-837 

AN ORDINANCE MAKING A SPECIAL ASSESSMENT TO PAY FOR THE REMOVAL 
OF CERTAIN STRUCTURES, BEING DANGEROUS AND UNSAFE BUILDINGS 
WHICH HAVE BEEN DECLARED A NUISANCE (BUILDING EMERGENCY BOARD-
UP) UNDER THE PROVISION OF SECTIONS 18.16.010 TO 18.16.090 OF THE CODE 
OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS. 

D. SUB2014-00020 Plat of The Steppes at Ark Valley Addition located on the Northeast 
Corner of 127th Street East and Harry. 

                  ORDINANCE NO. 49-838 

AN ORDINANCE CHANGING THE ZONING CLASSIFICATIONS OR DISTRICTS OF 
CERTAIN LANDS LOCATED IN THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, UNDER THE 
AUTHORITY GRANTED BY THE WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY UNIFIED ZONING 
CODE, SECTION V-C, AS ADOPTED BY SECTION 28.04.010, AS AMENDED. 
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         Agenda Report No.  II-24 
 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 
 
TO: Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT: DED2014-00009 Partial Dedication of Abutter’s Access Rights (Access Control) 

and DED2014-00010 Contingent Street Dedication located on the East Side of 
Seneca, South of 55th Street South (District IV) 

 
INITIATED BY: Metropolitan Area Planning Department 
 
AGENDA ACTION:  Planning (Consent) 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Staff Recommendation:  Accept the Dedications. 
 

 
 
 
Background:  The Dedications are associated with Lot Split Case No. LSP2014-00019 (Rainbow Estates 
Addition) and were requested by the City of Wichita’s Traffic Engineer.  The lot split has created two lots 
from one platted lot.   
 
Analysis:  The Dedication DED2014-00009 (Partial Dedication of Abutter’s Access Rights) is being made 
for the purpose of access controls being defined along Seneca.  The Dedication DED2014-00010 
(Contingent Street Dedication) is being made for the purpose of acquiring additional street right-of-way in 
the event that the City determines a need for the right-of-way for any street-related purposes. 
 
Financial Considerations:  There are no financial considerations associated with the Dedications.  
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has approved the Dedications as to form and the 
documents will be recorded with the Register of Deeds. 
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Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council accept the Dedications.  
 
Attachment:   Partial Dedication of Abutter’s Access Rights.  
   Contingent Street Dedication.    
     
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
DED2014-00009, DED 2014-00010  
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         Agenda Report No.  II-25 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 

 
TO: Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT: SUB2014-00014 -- Plat of Tallgrass Villas Addition located North of 21st Street 

North, East of Rock Road (District II) 
 
INITIATED BY: Metropolitan Area Planning Department 
 
AGENDA:  Planning (Consent) 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Staff Recommendation:  Approve the plat.   
 
MAPC Recommendation:  Approve the plat.  (9-0)   
 

 
 
Background:  The site consists of one lot on .72 acres and is zoned SF-5 Single-family Residential.  The 
site is subject to the Tallgrass Community Unit Plan (CUP) DP-96.  Townhouse units are proposed in 
conformance with the CUP.    
     
Analysis:  The applicant has submitted 100 percent Petitions and a Certificate of Petitions for sewer, 
water and drainage improvements.  The site is within the noise impact area of Colonel James Jabara 
Airport, therefore the applicant has submitted an Avigational Easement and Restrictive Covenant to 
assure that adequate construction methods will be used to minimize the effects of noise pollution.  The 
applicant has submitted a Notice of Community Unit Plan identifying the approved CUP and special 
conditions for development.   
 
The plat has been reviewed and approved by the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission subject to 
conditions.    
 
Financial Considerations:  There are no financial considerations associated with the plat. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has reviewed and approved the Certificate of Petitions, 
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Avigational Easement, Restrictive Covenant, Notice of Community Unit Plan and Resolutions as to form 
and the documents will be recorded with the Register of Deeds.  
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the documents and plat, 
authorize the necessary signatures and adopt the Resolutions. 
 
Attachments: Certificate of Petitions. 
 Avigational Easement.  
 Restrictive Covenant. 
 Notice of Community Unit Plan.  
 Resolutions. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SUB2014-00014  
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132019 
First Published in the Wichita Eagle on October 10, 2014 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-294 

 
 RESOLUTION OF FINDINGS OF ADVISABILITY AND RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING 
CONSTRUCTION OF LATERAL 93, MAIN 22, WAR INDUSTRIES SEWER (NORTH OF 21ST 
STREET NORTH, EAST OF ROCK) 468-84986 IN THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, 
PURSUANT TO FINDINGS OF ADVISABILITY MADE BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE 
CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS. 
 
 BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, 
THAT THE FOLLOWING FINDINGS AS TO THE ADVISABILITY OF THE CONSTRUCTION OF 
LATERAL 93, MAIN 22, WAR INDUSTRIES SEWER (NORTH OF 21ST STREET NORTH, 
EAST OF ROCK) 468-84986 IN THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, ARE HEREBY MADE TO-
WIT: 
  
 SECTION 1. That it is necessary and in the public interest to construct Lateral 93, Main 22, 
War Industries Sewer (north of 21st Street North, east of Rock) 468-84986. 
 
 Said sanitary sewer shall be constructed of the material in accordance with plans and 
specifications provided by the City Engineer. 
 
 SECTION 2. That the cost of said improvements provided for in Section 1 hereof is 
estimated to be Forty-Seven Thousand Dollars ($47,000) exclusive of interest on financing and 
administrative and financing costs, with 100 percent payable by the improvement district.  Said 
estimated cost as above set forth is hereby increased at the pro-rata rate of 1 percent per month from and 
after October 1, 2014, exclusive of the costs of temporary financing.   
 
 SECTION 3.   That all costs of said improvements attributable to the improvement district, 
when ascertained, shall be assessed against the land lying within the improvement district described as 
follows: 

 
TALLGRASS VILLAS ADDITION 

Lot 1, Block 1  
  

 SECTION 4.   That the method of apportioning all costs of said improvements attributable to 
the improvement district to the owners of land liable for assessment therefore shall be on a square foot 
basis.   

 
 In the event all or part of the lots or parcels in the improvement district are replatted before 

assessments have been levied, the assessments against the replatted area shall be recalculated on the 
basis of the method of assessment set forth herein. Where the ownership of a single lot is or may be 
divided into two or more parcels, the assessment to the lot so divided shall be assessed to each 
ownership or parcel on a square foot basis. 

 
 SECTION 5. That payment of said assessments may indefinitely be deferred as against those 
property owners eligible for such deferral available through the Special Assessment Deferral Program. 
 
 
Tallgrass Villas –Resolution Lat 468 84986 Page 1 of 2 
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 SECTION 6. That the City Engineer shall prepare plans and specifications for said 
improvement and a preliminary estimate of cost therefore, which plans, specifications, and a preliminary 
estimate of cost shall be presented to this Body for its approval. 
 
 SECTION 7. Whereas, the Governing Body of the City, upon examination thereof, 
considered, found and determined the Petition to be sufficient, having been signed by the owners of 
record, whether resident or not, of more than Fifty Percent (50%) of the property liable for assessment 
for the costs of the improvement requested thereby; the advisability of the improvements set forth above 
is hereby established as authorized by K.S.A. 12-6a01 et seq. as amended. 
 
 SECTION 8. Be it further resolved that the above described improvement is hereby 
authorized and declared to be necessary in accordance with the findings of the Governing Body as set 
out in this resolution. 
 
 SECTION 9. That the City Clerk shall make proper publication of this resolution, which shall 
be published once in the official City paper and which shall be effective from and after said publication. 
 
 PASSED by the governing body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, this 7th day of October 2014. 
 

 
 ____________________________                                                       

   CARL BREWER, MAYOR 
ATTEST: 
 
 
___________________________________                                                             
KAREN SUBLETT, CITY CLERK 
 
 
(SEAL) 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
_______________________________ 
SHARON DICKGRAFE, INTERIM  
DIRECTOR OF LAW AND CITY ATTORNEY 
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First Published in the Wichita Eagle on October 10, 2014 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-296 

 
 RESOLUTION OF FINDINGS OF ADVISABILITY AND RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING 
THE IMPROVEMENT OF WATER DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM NUMBER 448-90645 (NORTH 
OF 21ST STREET NORTH, EAST OF ROCK) IN THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, 
PURSUANT TO FINDINGS OF ADVISABILITY MADE BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE 
CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS. 
 
 BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS 
THAT THE FOLLOWING FINDINGS AS TO THE ADVISABILITY OF WATER DISTRIBUTION 
SYSTEM NUMBER 448-90645 (NORTH OF 21ST STREET NORTH, EAST OF ROCK) IN THE 
CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, ARE HEREBY MADE TO-WIT: 
 
 SECTION 1. That it is necessary and in the public interest to improve Water Distribution 
System Number 448-90645 (north of 21st Street North, east of Rock). 
 
 SECTION 2.    That the cost of said improvements provided for in Section 1 hereof is estimated 
to be Twenty-Seven Thousand Dollars ($27,000) exclusive of interest on financing and administrative 
and financing costs, with 100 percent payable by the improvement district.  Said estimated cost as above 
set forth is hereby increased at the pro-rata rate of 1 percent per month from and after October 1, 2014, 
exclusive of the costs of temporary financing.     
 

That, in accordance with the provisions of K.S.A. 12-6a19, a benefit fee be assessed 
against the improvement district with respect to the improvement district’s share of the 
cost of the existing water main, such benefit fee to be in the amount of Seven Hundred 
Eighty-Nine Dollars ($789). 

   
 SECTION 3. That all costs of said improvements attributable to the improvement district, 
when ascertained, shall be assessed against the land lying within the improvement district described as 
follows: 
 

TALLGRASS VILLAS ADDITION 
Lot 1, Block 1 

 
 SECTION 4.   That the method of apportioning all costs of said improvements attributable to 
the improvement district to the owners of land liable for assessment therefore shall be on a square foot 
basis. 
 
 In the event all or part of the lots or parcels in the improvement district are replatted before 
assessments have been levied, the assessments against the replatted area shall be recalculated on the 
basis of the method of assessment set forth herein. Where the ownership of a single lot is or may be 
divided into two or more parcels, the assessment to the lot so divided shall be assessed to each 
ownership or parcel on a square foot basis. 
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 SECTION 5. That payment of said assessments may indefinitely be deferred as against those 
property owners eligible for such deferral available through the Special Assessment Deferral Program. 

 
 SECTION 6. That the City Engineer shall prepare plans and specifications for said 
improvement and a preliminary estimate of cost therefore, which plans, specifications, and a preliminary 
estimate of cost shall be presented to this Body for its approval. 
 
 SECTION 7. Whereas, the Governing Body of the City, upon examination thereof, 
considered, found and determined the Petition to be sufficient, having been signed by the owners of 
record, whether resident or not, of more than Fifty Percent (50%) of the property liable for assessment 
for the costs of the improvement requested thereby; the advisability of the improvements set forth above 
is hereby established as authorized by K.S.A. 12-6a01 et seq., as amended. 
 
 SECTION 8. Be it further resolved that the above described improvement is hereby 
authorized and declared to be necessary in accordance with the findings of the Governing Body as set 
out in this resolution. 
 
 SECTION 9. That the City Clerk shall make proper publication of this resolution, which shall 
be published once in the official City paper and which shall be effective from and after said publication. 
 
PASSED by the governing body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, this 7th day of October, 2014. 
 
 

 ___________________________                                                
    CARL BREWER, MAYOR 
 
ATTEST: 
 
_________________________________                                                         
KAREN SUBLETT, CITY CLERK 
 
(SEAL) 
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
_______________________________ 
SHARON DICKGRAFE, INTERIM  
DIRECTOR OF LAW AND CITY ATTORNEY 
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132019 
First Published in the Wichita Eagle on October 10, 2014 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-297 

 
 RESOLUTION OF FINDINGS OF ADVISABILITY AND RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING 
IMPROVING STORM WATER SEWER NO. 686 (NORTH OF 21ST STREET NORTH, EAST 
OF ROCK) 468-84987 IN THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, PURSUANT TO FINDINGS OF 
ADVISABILITY MADE BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS. 
 
 BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, 
THAT THE FOLLOWING FINDINGS AS TO THE ADVISABILITY OF IMPROVING STORM 
WATER SEWER NO. 686 (NORTH OF 21ST STREET NORTH, EAST OF ROCK) 468-84987 IN 
THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, ARE HEREBY MADE TO-WIT: 
 
 SECTION 1. That it is necessary and in the public interest to improve Storm Water Sewer 
No. 686  (north of 21st Street North, east of Rock) 468-84987. 
 
 SECTION 2. That the cost of said improvements provided for in Section 1 hereof is 
estimated to be One Hundred Four Thousand Dollars ($104,000) exclusive of interest on financing 
and administrative and financing costs, with 100 percent payable by the improvement district.  Said 
estimated cost as above set forth is hereby increased at the pro-rata rate of 1 percent per month from and 
after October 1, 2014, exclusive of the costs of temporary financing. 
 
 SECTION 3. That all costs of said improvements attributable to the improvement district, 
when ascertained, shall be assessed against the land lying within the improvement district described as 
follows: 

 
TALLGRSS VILLAS ADDITION 

Lot 1, Block 1   
 

 SECTION 4.   That the method of apportioning all costs of said improvements attributable to 
the improvement district to the owners of land liable for assessment therefore shall be on a square foot 
basis:  

  
 In the event all or part of the lots or parcels in the improvement district are replatted before 
assessments have been levied, the assessments against the replatted area shall be recalculated on the 
basis of the method of assessment set forth herein. Where the ownership of a single lot is or may be 
divided into two or more parcels, the assessment to the lot so divided shall be assessed to each 
ownership or parcel on a square foot basis. 

 
            SECTION 5. That payment of said assessments may indefinitely be deferred as against those 
property owners eligible for such deferral available through the Special Assessment Deferral Program. 
 
 SECTION 6. That the City Engineer shall prepare plans and specifications for said 
improvement and a preliminary estimate of cost therefore, which plans, specifications, and a preliminary 
estimate of cost shall be presented to this Body for its approval. 
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 SECTION 7.  Whereas, the Governing Body of the City, upon examination thereof, considered, 
found and determined the Petition to be sufficient, having been signed by the owners of record, whether 
resident or not, of more than Fifty Percent (50%) of the property liable for assessment for the costs of 
the improvement requested thereby; the advisability of the improvements set forth above is hereby 
established as authorized by K.S.A. 12-6a01 et seq., as amended. 
 
 SECTION 8. Be it further resolved that the above-described improvement is hereby 
authorized and declared to be necessary in accordance with the findings of the Governing Body as set 
out in this resolution authorized by K.S.A. 12-6a01 et seq., as amended. 
 
 SECTION 9. That the City Clerk shall make proper publication of this resolution, which shall 
be published once in the official City paper and which shall be effective from and after said publication. 
 
PASSED by the governing body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, this 7th day of October, 2014. 
 

 
 ____________________________                                                       

   CARL BREWER, MAYOR 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
___________________________________                                                             
KAREN SUBLETT, CITY CLERK 
 
(SEAL) 
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
____________________________________ 
SHARON DICKGRAFE, INTERIM  
DIRECTOR OF LAW & CITY ATTORNEY  
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         Agenda Item No. II-26 
       
  

 City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

 October 7, 2014 
 
    
 
TO:     Wichita Housing Authority Board  
 
SUBJECT:  Revisions to the Public Housing Admissions and Continued Occupancy Plan and 

Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Administrative Plan   
 
INITIATED BY: Housing and Community Services Department 
 
AGENDA:  Wichita Housing Authority Board (Consent) 
           
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Approve revisions to the Public Housing Admissions and Continued Occupancy Plan 
(ACOP) and the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Administrative Plan. 
 
Background:  The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) has issued a final rule 
entitled Equal Access to Housing in HUD Programs Regardless of Sexual Orientation or Gender Identity 
(Equal Access Rule, 77 CFR 5662).  Public Housing Authorities are required to revise their ACOP and 
Administrative Plan to include the language and definition of family that is described in the Equal Access 
Rule.  The Wichita Housing Authority Board must approve revisions to the ACOP and Administrative 
Plan before changes can be implemented. 
 
Analysis:  The Equal Access Rule expands and clarifies the definition of family, and applies to all HUD-
assisted and HUD-insured housing programs.  The Equal Access Rule clarifies that “the term family 
includes, but is not limited to the following, regardless of actual or perceived sexual orientation, gender 
identity, or marital status.”   
 
The following WHA proposed revisions are taken from the most recent family definition found in 24CFR 
5.403: 

Family includes, but is not limited to, the following, regardless of actual or perceived sexual orientation, 
gender identity, or marital status: 

(1) A single person, who may be an elderly person, displaced person, disabled person, near-elderly 
person, or any other single person; or 

(2) A group of persons residing together, and such group includes, but is not limited to: 

(i) A family with or without children (a child who is temporarily away from the home because of 
placement in foster care is considered a member of the family); 

(ii) An elderly family whose head (including co-head), spouse, or sole member is a person who is at 
least 62 years of age. It may include two or more persons who are at least 62 years of age living together, 
or one or more persons who are at least 62 years of age living with one or more live-in aides; 
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(iii) A near-elderly family whose head (including co-head), spouse, or sole member is a person who 
is at least 50 years of age but below the age of 62; or two or more persons, who are at least 50 years of 
age but below the age of 62, living together; or one or more persons who are at least 50 years of age but 
below the age of 62, living with one or more live-in aides;  

(iv) A disabled family whose head (including co-head), spouse, or sole member is a person with a 
disability. It may include two or more persons with disabilities living together, or one or more persons 
with disabilities living with one or more live-in aides; 

(v) A displaced family in which each member, or whose sole member, is a person displaced by 
governmental action, or a person whose dwelling has been extensively damaged or destroyed as a result 
of a disaster declared or otherwise formally recognized pursuant to Federal disaster relief; and 

(vi) The remaining member of a tenant family. 
   
Financial Considerations:  None.  
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has reviewed the revisions to the Wichita Housing 
Authority ACOP and Administrative Plan and has approved them as to form. 
 
Recommended Action:  It is recommended that the Wichita Housing Authority Board approve revisions 
to the Public Housing Admissions and Continued Occupancy Plan (ACOP) and the Section 8 Housing 
Choice Voucher Administrative Plan. 
 
Attachment:  None. 
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 Agenda Item No. II-27 
 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 

 
TO:   Wichita Airport Authority 
 
SUBJECT: Airfield Pavements and Medium Voltage Electrical Infrastructure  
 Wichita Mid-Continent Airport 
   
INITIATED BY: Department of Airports 
 
AGENDA:  Wichita Airport Authority (Consent) 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the budget adjustment.   
 
Background:  On November 26, 2013, the Wichita Airport Authority (WAA) approved a lease with 
LeaseCorp Aviation, LLC that provides for the construction of a tenant financed hangar.  In 
accordance with WAA policy, title to all improvements will be vested in the Airport.  It is standard 
practice for the WAA to accommodate private development by providing certain site improvements.  
On February 25, 2014, a project was initiated with a budget of $220,000, and engineering design was 
begun in coordination with the tenant. 
 
Analysis:  Improvements needed to accommodate the development are: extension of primary electrical 
service to the site and the construction of two taxiway entrances.  The taxiway entrance work will include 
related site drainage, grading, site restoration, pavement markings, and relocation of taxiway edge 
lighting.  Work was added to the project scope during the design phase to address an adjustment to the 
vehicle gate in the vicinity that is required for the new security system being installed as part of the ACT 
3 Program.  With design complete and construction bids received a budget increase will be necessary to 
complete the construction.  A supplemental agreement will be forthcoming for construction related 
engineering inspection services. 
   
Financial Considerations:  A budget increase of $80,000 is requested, mainly for construction bids 
being higher than anticipated during project formulation.  This brings the total budget to $300,000.  This 
project is funded with available funds of the Airport and the issuance of general obligation bonds repaid 
with Airport revenue.  In accordance with the lease agreement, the tenant will be re-billed for 
approximately one-half of the cost of the project.  The Capital Improvement Program (CIP) includes 
funding for Airport Development in 2015 which will be utilized to support this additional budget request. 

Legal Considerations:  None.   
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the Wichita Airport Authority approve the budget 
adjustment and authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  None. 
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Agenda Item No. II-28 
 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

October 7, 2014 
 
 

TO:    Wichita Airport Authority 
 
SUBJECT:   LeaseCorp Aviation, LLC Assignment of Lease 
   Wichita Mid-Continent Airport 
 
INITIATED BY: Department of Airports 
 
AGENDA:   Wichita Airport Authority (Consent) 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve LeaseCorp Aviation, LLC Lease Assignment. 
 
Background:  The Wichita Airport Authority (WAA) entered into a lease of real estate at Mid-Continent 
Airport to LeaseCorp Aviation, LLC (LeaseCorp) on November 26, 2013, for construction and operation 
of private hangar facilities for general aviation use.  LeaseCorp has constructed hangar facilities, title to 
which, upon completion, vested in the WAA.  LeaseCorp desires to assign its leasehold rights to 
INTRUST Bank, N.A. as security for project financing. 
 
Analysis:  Federal grant assurances and federal regulations generally restrict transfer to third parties of 
any interest in real estate included in the Airport Layout Plan, and require tenant business entities to be 
engaged in or operate in support of aeronautical activities.  However, this type of assignment of leasehold 
interest (sometimes referred to as a mortgage of leasehold) is anticipated and expressly permitted by 
Federal Aviation Administration regulations.  This financing opportunity is specifically approved as a 
standard provision in WAA lease documents. 
 
Financial Considerations:  This assignment is revenue and expenditure neutral to the WAA.  Any 
exercise of this assignment would require INTRUST Bank, N.A. to undertake the scheduled lease 
payments owed by LeaseCorp. 
 
Legal Considerations:  This approval process exercises a right reserved to LeaseCorp in the underlying 
lease.  The above assignment has been negotiated by and is approved by the Law Department. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the WAA approve the LeaseCorp Lease 
Assignment to INTRUST Bank, N.A. 
 
Attachments:  LeaseCorp Aviation, LLC/INTRUST Bank, N.A. Lease Assignment. 
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